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AS the following caſe is thought to be 
of more general concern than moſt of the 
like nature which occur; it was the with of 
ſeveral, that it ſhould be printed ſeparately, 
for the accommodation of thoſe who might 
not chuſe to purchaſe a volume of Election 
Caſes. Much of the leſs important evi- 
dence of the ſeveral witneſſes has been 
omitted; but eyery thing material, and re- 
levant to the points relied on by the Parties, 
has been faithfully giyen, having been firſt 
carefully compared with the minutes of the 
clerks of the Houſe, and committee. 


34 The ſecond volume of Election Caſes 
is prepared for the preſs. —The firſt is pub- 
liſhed by Cadell. 
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— =p | Countel fos the Petitioners. 
Mr. Douglas, Counſel for the Voters, in the Intereſt of 
the Petitioners. 
The Parliament met on the firſt day of Novem- 
ber, 1780; and on the ſixth day of thar month, 
the Houſe of Commons taking notice, by the 
book of Returns, that the Sheriffs of the city of 
Coventry, had not returned any citizens to ſerve in 
that Parliament for the ſaid city; and that they 
had made a ſpecial return why they had not re- 
turned ſuch citizens, The ſaid return was read av 
follows : 


By virtue of the writ of election to ns direed, (to 
which this is annexed) proclamation being firſt made of 
the premiſes in the faid writ mentioned, and of the day 
and place, as hy the faid writ is directed, we, the within 
named Sheriffs, did, in obedience thereto, on the ninth 
day of Septemper, in the twentieth year of the reign of 
our Sovereign Lord the King, proceed, in order, to 
cauſe two citizens, of the moſt ſufficient and diſcreet of 
our ſaid city, freely and indifferently to be choſen, ac- 
cording to the form of the ſtatutes in ſuch caſe made and 
provided, whep there appeared as candidates, Edward 
Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, Eſquires; and Sis 
Thomas Halifyx, Knt. and Thomas Rogers, Eſq. and 
thereypon a poll was opened in the uſual and accuſtomed 
manner, and. proceeded in a peaceable and orderty way 
for the fpace of half an hour ; at the end of which ſpace 
of time, divers perſons, and particularly colliers and 
others, not inhabitants or freemen of the ſaid city, to 
the number of five hundred and more, with a blue flag 
carried hefore them, and having blue and white cockades 


in their hats, (being the marks and badges by which the 
party of the faid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker 
Holroyd 
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Holroyd a were diſtinguiſhed) tumultuouſly and riotouſly 
aſſembled together at the place of election, and did dis. 
turb and impede the faid election; and did, in our view, 
violently, riotouſly, and outrageouſly affault, beat, ſtrip, 
bruiſe, and otherwiſe ill treat, a great number of voters, 
attending at the place of election, and offering to poll 
for the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, 
Eſq. and then and there diſturbed, impeded, and ob- 
ſtructed the ſaid voters from giving their votes: the ſaid 
rioters and diſturbers, at the ſame time, openly and pub- 
licly threatening that no perſon ſhould come up to poll 
for the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, 
Eſq. Whereupan we adjourned the ſaid poll to Mon- 
day the eleventh 6f the faid month of September, and 
continued the ſame by divers other adjourntnents from 
day to day to the eighteenth of the ſaid month, in order 
that the ſaid election might be made; but the ſaid poll 
was diſturbed and impeded from time to time by like 
tumults and riots, and by affaults and other outrages 
committed upon the perſons of many voters offer- 
ing to poll for the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas 
Rogers, Eſq. by the ſaid rioters and diſturbers. And we, 
aſſiſted by the magiſtrates and peace officers, endeavour- 
ing, by an exertion of all the power and authority veſted 
in us, and particularly having appointed two hundred 
and thirty-ſix additional conſtables to preſerve the peace, 
to ſuppreſs the ſaid tumults and riots, and to remove the 
faid obſtructions; and to open a free acceſs to the booth, 
for the voters o both ſides to come up to poll, were, 
notwithſtanding, riotoufly and forcibly aſſaulted and 
driven back, and otherwiſe ill treated, to the imminent 
danger of our-lives; and the voters were, by numbers 
and force, violently and illegally bindeted from giving 
their votes, ſo that out of two thouſand voters and up- 
wards, no more than eighty-three were palled, and a 
free election could not be had; but we were, by means 
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ſtructed in the execution of the faid writ, and of our 
duty and office, and in making the ſaid election; for 
which cauſes aforeſaid, we did not cauſe to be elected, 
nor could we cauſe to be elected, two citizens of the 
faid city and county, according to the exigency, form, 
and effect, of the ſaid writ. Given under our hands 
and ſeals, this twenty-fixth day of October, in the year 
of our Lord one thouſand ſeven hundred and eighty. 


THOMAS x NOXON. 
THOMAS x BUTLER. 


Ordered, 

That Mr. Thomas Noxon and Mr. Thomas Butler, 
« late Sheriffs of the city of Coventry,“ do attend this 
« Houſe upon, Thurſday fortnight, the 23d day of this 
« inſtant, November.” + 

A petition of Sir Thomas Halifax, Ent. and Thomas 
| Rogers, Eſq. being offered to be preſented to the Houſe, 
the Houſe was moved, that an act, made in the tenth 
year of the reign of his preſent Majeſty, entitled, © an 
At to regulate the trials of controverted elections, or 
e returns of members to ſerve in Parliament, might be 
read ; and the ſame was read accordingly. The Houſe 
was alſo moved, that the entry in the journals of the 
Houſe of the 6th day of December, 1774, of the reſolu · 
ion, © that according to the true conſtruction of the 
« ſaid act, whenever a petition, complaining of an un- 
10 due election or return of a member to ſerve in Parlia- 
« ment, ſhall be offered to be preſented to the Houſe 
« within the time limited by the order of the Houſe for 
« queſtioning the returns of members to ſerve in Parlia- 


© Between the time of the poll, and this date, new Sheriffs 
had been elefted for the year 1781, according to the direftiong 
of the charter. , 
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« ment, the ſaid petition ſhall be delivered in at the tabla 
* and read, without a queſtion being put thereupon,” 
might be read; and the ſame being read accordingly, the 
ſaid petition was brought up and read, ſetting forth, 
that, at the election of two citizens to repreſent the 
city of Coventry in this preſent Parliament, Edward 
Rooe Yeo, John Baker Holroyd, Eſquires, and the peti- 
tioners, were candidates ; and that, on Saturday the gth 
of September laſt, being the day of eleCtion, ſeveral 
hundreds of freemen, having a right to vote at the ſaid 
election, peaceably aſſembled and attended at the Booth, 
in order to give their ſuffrages in favour of the petition- 
ers, and, while they were ſo aſſembled and attending 
for the purpoſe aforeſaid, a great number of colliers and 
other perſons, not inhabitants or freemen of the ſaid 
city, tiotouſly aſſembled together with a blue flag and 
blue and white cockades, the enſigns of the party of the 
faid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, came 
to the place of election, and violently dragged therefrom 
many of the yoters in the intereſt of the petitioners 
there aſſembled, and took poſſeſſion of the Booth and all 
acceſs thereto, and :lfo violently aſſaulted the freemen 
who came to vote for the petitioners, and tore off their 
cloaths and ſtripped them naked to the waiſt, and bear, 
bruiſed, and otherwiſe ill treated, many of them, to 
the great danger of their lives, thereby preventing and 
intimidating them from coming up or near to the place 
of polling, and openly declaring that they came there to 
ſupport the blues, meaning the intereſt of the faid Ed- 
ward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, and that they 
would not ſuffer any perſon to approach the Booth 
whom they ſuſpected to intend to vote for the petition- 
ers; and that, on account of the faid violences and out- 
rages, only four perſons could poll for the petitioners on 
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za th of September; and that, the petitioners having call- 
ed upon the Sheriffs to protect the perſons of the ſaid 
voters, and to preſerve the freedom of election; the 
Sheriffs did appoint one end of the Booth for the voters 
for the petitioners to poll at, and the other for the voters 
in the intereſt of the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John 
Baker Holroyd, and alſo appointed and ſwore conſiubles 
for keeping the peace, and ſeveral poſts and rails were 
ereCfted for the purpoſe of ſeparating the voters on each 
fide, and protecting them as they ſhould come to the 
poll; but the faid rioters again aſſembled on the Mon- 
day morning, at the inſtance and under the direction of 
ſome of the agents, friends, or partizans, of the ſaid Ed- 
ward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, and then and 
there cut and broke down the ſaid poſts and rails fo 
fixed at the Booth, and carried the ſame away, and du- 
ring the poll on that day, being ſo riotouſly aſſembled at 
the Booth, they continued to obſtruct and hinder many 
of the petitioners” voters from coming near the place of 
poll, and committed the like violences and injuries as on 
the gth of September, ſo that only twenty-one voters 
could get to the poll; and that, the faid poll being ad- 
journed until the next day, on the morning of the fame 
ſeveral hundred voters for the petitioners being peace- 
ably aſſembled and ſtanding at that end of the Booth ap- 
pointed by the Sheriffs for them te be polled at, leaving 
open the other end of the Booth for the voters for the 
faid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd to poll 
at, a great mob of colliers and other rioters, with many 
hundred voters of the ſaid laſt-mentioned candidates, 
came up to that part of the Booth where the petitioners* 
voters were peaceably ſtanding, and then and there drag- 
ged by the hair of the head, ſtripped, beat, and cruelly 
tore and bruiſed, many of the petitioners* voters, and 
drove the reſt from the ſaid poll, arid would not permit 
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them to come to give their votes, ſo that only three 
were able to poll that day, and the poll was adjourned 
until the next day; and that the ſaid rioters being de» 
termined that the petitioners” voters ſhould not have an 
opportunity of coming up to the poll and giving their 
votes, they the ſaid rioters aſſembled in the night time 
continually afterwards, and took poſſeſhon of the Booth, 
and kept and continued the ſame until the time of poll - 
ing the next morning of each day, and obſtructed and 
forcibly ſhut up all avenues to the place of polling, and 
violently and forcibly, from time to time, drove back 
the Sheriffs, magiſtrates, and peace officers, whenever 
they attempted to open any avenue or acceſs for the ſaid 
voters, and wreſted the ſtaves out of the hands of the 
faid conſtables and broke them, in contempt and viola- 
tion of all law and authority ; and the fame violent and 
illegal practices were continued from day to day till 
Monday the 18th of September inclufive; and that, 
previous to the day of eleftion, and during the poll, 
the petitioners and the faid Edward Rooe Yeo and John 
Baker Holroyd were called upon by the Sheriffs to pol! 
dy tallies, whereby all riot and confufion might be pre- 
vented at the faid election, and the petitioners and their 
voters agreed to do fo, but the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and 
John Baker Holroyd and their friends refuſed; and the 
petitioners frequently, during the poll, propoſed to the 
faid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, that 
the votes on each fide ſhould be taken by tallies, offer- 
ing to allow them to retain the majority of twenty-ſeven 
votes, which by the obſtructions given to the petitioners” 
voters they had obtained, and that rhey ſhould poll at 
the different ends of the Booth as appointed by the 
Sheriffs, and that the voters ſhould be protected by the 
peace officers, but ſuch propoſals were always refuſed by 
the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd; 
| and 
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and that the aid colliers and rioters were hired or ein- 
ployed by the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker 
Holroyd, and their agents, and paid, entertained, and 
provided with lodging, meat and drink, at the expence 
of the faid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, 
and their agents, and were from time to time excited, en- 
couraged, and abetted in ſuch their riots, outrages, vio- 
lences, and obſtructions, by the faid Edward Rooe Yeo 
and John Baker Holroyd, and by their agents and friends 
in the preſence, and with the approbation, of them the 
ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd ; and 
that, on account of the ſaid riots and violences from 
time to time, and an outrageous attempt upon the per- 
ſons of the Sheriffs, magiſtrates, and peace officers, 
within the Booth, upon the ſaid 18th of September, the 
poll was neceſſarily diſcontinued ; and that the petition- 
ers had ſeveral hundreds of voters who would have voted 
for them, had they been permitted, and doubt not but 
they would have been duly elected by a majority of legal 
electors for the ſaid city, but for the faid riots, violen- 
ces, and obſtructions, above mentioned; and that the 
petitioners conceive the riots and violences aforeſaid, 
and the conduct of the aiders and abettors thereof, to be 
a high infringement of the liberty of the ſubject, a di- 
rect violation of the freedom of election, and an open 
defiance of the laws and conſtitution of this kingdom ; and 
that, without the peculiar ſupport and interference of 
the Houſe, a free election cannot be had for the ſaid city 
of Coventry ; and that the petitioners are ready, with 
their witneſſes, to prove the truth of the ſeveral allega- 
tions herein made; and therefore praying, that the Houſe 
will hear them by their Counſel, and take the premiſes 

into conſideration, and grant ſuch relief therein as the 
nature of the caſe requires, and as to the Houſe ſhall 
ſeem fit. 


A pe- 
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A petition of the ſeveral perſons whoſe names are 
thereunto ſubſcribed, on behalf of themſelves and fe- 
veral hundred others, freemen of the city of Coventry, 
and intitled to vote in the election of citizens to repre- 
ſent the ſaid city in Parliament, was alfo preſented to the 
Houſe, and read; ſetting forth, that, at the election of 
two citizens to repreſent the ſaid city in this preſent Par- 
liament, which began on Saturday the ninth of Sep- 
Rogers, Eſquire, and alſo Edward Rooe Yeo, and John 
Baker Holroyd, Eſquires, ſtood candidates; and that 
the petitioners, intended to have given their votes for the 
ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, and for 
that purpoſe attended at the booth ſeveral different times 
during the continuance of the poll, which, by divers 
adjournments, was kept open from the faid ninth of 
September to the eighteenth of the ſaid month, incluſive, 
but were prevented by a daring and outrageous mob of 
lawleſs and diſorderly perſons, to the number of one 
thouſand and upwards, amongſt whom were a great many 
colliers, and other audacious perſons, not inhabitants or 
freemen of the ſaid city, who riotouſly aſſembled them- 
ſelves at the place of election with blue flags and blue and 
white cockades, the enſigus of the party of the faid Ed- 
ward Rooe Yeo and Jobn Baker Holroyd, and not only 
took poſſeſſion of the booth and all the avenues thereto, 
but alſo violently affaulted the freemen who came to vote 
for the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, and 
ſtripped, beat, bruiſed, and otherwiſe ill treated, many of 
them, to the manifeſt danger of their lives, thereby pre- 
venting and intimidating them from polling, the faid 
rioters openly declaring that they came there to ſupport 
the blues, meaning the intereſt of the ſaid Edward Rooe 
Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, and that they would fight 
and die for them, and would not ſuffer any perſon to ap- 
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proach the booth whom they ſuſpected would vote for 
the other candidates, and that the ſaid rioters were encou- 
raged and abetted in ſuch their outrages and violences by 
the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, and 
their agents and friends, and were actually hired and em- 
ployed by, and paid and entertained at the expence of 
them, or ſome of them; and that, on account of the 
faid mobs, riots, and violences, the poll was diſconti- 
nued upon the faid eighteenth of September, whereby 
the election of citizens to ſerve for the ſaid city hath been 
prevented, the city deprived of its repreſentation in Par- 
hament, and the petitioners, and ſeveral hundreds more 
of the freemen, fruſtrated in the exerciſe of their fran- 
chiſe and right of voting for members to repreſent them; 
and that the petitioners conceive the mobs, riots, and vio- 
lences aforeſaid, and the conduct of the aiders and abet 
tors thereof, to be a high infringement upon the liber- 
ties of the ſubjeQ, a direct violation of the freedom of 
election, and an open defiance of the laws and conſtitu- 
tion of this kingdom; and therefore praying, that the 
Houſe will take the premiſes into confideration, and grant 
ſuch relief therein as the nature of the caſe requires, and 

as to the houſe ſhall ſeem fit. ; 
A petition of Edward Rooe Yeo, Efquire, and John 
Baker Holroyd, Eſquire, was preſented to the Houſe, 
and read; ſetting forth, that the ſheriffs of the city and 
county of Coventry, having appointed the gth of Sep- 
tember laſt to proceed to the election of repreſentatives in 
Parliament for the faid city, and the petitioners, with 
Sir Thomas Halifax, Knight, and Thomas Rogers, Eſ- 
quire, who ſtood on the intereft of the mayor and alder- 
men of Coventry, and who had been mentioned only 
four days previous to the poll, having offered themſelves 
candidates, the ſheriffs, who are choſen by the mayor 
and aldermen, were the declared friends and partizans of 
1 | the 
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the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, and 
ſhewed the moſt flagrant partiality towards them from 
the beginning, and throughout the poll ; that they con- 
ſtructed the booth in the outſet of the buſineſs in fo very 
diſadvantageous a manner for the petitioners, that whilſt 
the petitioners and their agents and friends were obliged to 
aſcend by a ladder, Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas 
Rogers, and their agents and friends, were allowed a 
commodious acceſs through the mayor's parlour, belong- 
ing to the mayor and aldermen, where they conſtantly 
retired with the ſheriffs during the ſeveral adjournments 
and delays of the poll; and that the ſheriffs refuſed, 
without any juſt cauſe, to take the votes of many hun- 
dred freemen, who daily, and from time to time, in 2 
peaceable and accuſtomed manner, offered themſelves to 
poll for the petitioners, at the ſame time admitting the 
poll of ſeveral freemen for the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax 
and 'Thomas Rogers over the heads of the freemen next 
the booth, tendering to poll for the petitioners; that 
they frequently adjourned the poll on divers frivolous 
pretences, and contrary to the repeated and urgent re+ 
queſts of the petitioners, and divers of the freemen then 
peaceably attending and ready to poll; and that, during 
ſuch adjournments, they held frequent conſultations with 
the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers; that 
they knowingly ſuffered and permitted one of the clerks 
in the booth groſaly to inſult the ſaid John Baker Holroyd 
in the face of all the freemen; that they, or one of 
them, collared one of the petitioners* principal agents, 
becauſe he was taking down the names of the freerwen 
who demanded to poll, and threatened to fend a conſtable 
to turn him out of the booth, unleſs he deſiſted; and 
that they arbitrarily and illegally delayed on ſeveral days 
to begin the poll at the time fixed by their adjournment, 
and one day diſcontinued the poll at the end of the booth 
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where the voters for the petitioners were moſt numerous, 
at the ſame time continuing it at the other end of the 
booth, without giving any reaſon, except that the clerk 
appointed to adminiſter the Oaths to the voters for the pe- 
titioners was abſent upon private buſineſs, and, though 
frequently requeſted, they refuſed to appoint another 
clerk in his ſtead ; and that they, in a moſt arbitrary and 
partial manner, took upon themſelves to affign, and per- 
ſiſted in aſſigning, to the voters for the petitioners, a 
much leis advantageous part of the booth than that which 
they affigned to the voters for the other candidates, and 
refuſed to permit any poll to proceed for ſeveral days when 
there was not the leaſt pretence of a riot, unleſs the free- 
men in the petitioners' intereſt would withdraw from the 
place of polling, where they then peaceably and quietly 
Rood, to make way for the voters of Sir Thomas Hali- 
fax and Thomas Rogers to poll firſt ; and that they fre- 
quently inſulted and menaced the voters in the intereſt of 
the petitioners, calling them a mob, in order to intimi- 
date them from polling, and in violation of the freedom 
of election, and ordering them to withdraw after they 
had waited ſeveral hours in a peaceable manner in order to 
poll; and ſtill perfiſted in refuſing to permit the poll to 
proceed, although the friends of the petitioners offered, in 
caſe they would point ont any perſon that was not a free- 
man, or that had already polled, that they would aſſiſt 
in removing him from the booth ; and that they con- 
ducted themſelves in the like arbitrary and illegal manner 
from the gth of September to the 18th of the fame 
month incluſive, whereby no more than eighty-three 
freemen were permitted to poll, although, if the ſheriffs 
had not acted in manner aforeſaid, but had permitted the 


poll to have proceeded in the manner that had been uſual 
at former elections, a free election might have been had, 
and the poll cloſed within the time aforeſaid, after taking 
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the votes of all perſons entitled to poll at the faid clec- 
ton; and that, on the 18th of September, notwith- 
ſtanding the freemen had for ſeveral days peaceably at- 
tended to poll, and there was not the leaſt appearance of 
riot and confuſion, ſo as to prevent the faid ſheriffs from 
proceeding in the poll, they ordered all perſons to with- 
draw from the part of the booth where ſeveral of the 
friends of the petitioners then were ; and though the ſhe- 
riffs were repeatedly told that there were none but free- 
men there, and that they would withdraw as foon as 
they had polled, a large mob of colliers and others iſſued 
from a public-houſe, near or adjoining to the mayor's par- 
flour, being the place where the mayor and aldermen af- 
ſemble, which houſe was a place of reception for the 
friends of Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, and 
attacked the freemen in the intereſt of the petitioners in 
a moſt outrageous and violent manner, and endeavoured, 
by force and violence, to drag away the friends of the pe- 
titioners ; and becauſe ſome of the freemen refuſed to 
depart until they had polled, having waited peaceably for 
that purpoſe, and notwithſtanding a propoſal had then 
been made by the petitioners for the polling the freemen 
alternately, one and one, on the front of the booth, a 
great number of perſons armed with ſtaves and bludgeons, 
hired and made conſtables for the pretended purpoſe of 
quelling riots which did not exiſt, did, by the command of 
the under ſheriff, ruſh out of the mayor's parlour, in 
which they had been ſtationed, into the booth, and for- 
cibly endeavoured to drive away, and with their blud- 
geons ſtruck the bodies, hands, and arms, of many of the 
voters, then ſtanding peaceably in the front of the booth ; 
and the under ſheriff encouraged divers of the ſaid col- 
liers and others to beat and ill treat divers of the freemen 
in the intereſt of the petitioners, without any cauſe 
whatever; and that, under pretence of the confuſion 

created 
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created in manner aforeſaid, and of which the faid 
Sheriffs, the Under-Sheriff, agents, and confederates, 
thing remained quiet in and round the booth, though 
the ſaid Sheriffs had no juſt reaſon to apprehend, nor 
had they during the election ſuſtained any perſonal 
violence, though there ftill remained upwards of 
forty days before the day appointed for the return 
of the writ, yet the faid Sheriffs, with a view to 
prevent any election being had, which, if fairly had, 
they knew, or believed, would be in favour of the peti- 
tioners by a large majority, did arbitrarily, illegally, and 
corruptly declare the poll to be finally cloſed, and did 
akerwards, though repeatedly requeſted, refuſe to inform 
the petitioners, whether they intended to make any, and 
what, return to his Majeſty's writ, nor did they deliver 
any return to the Clerk of the Crown till within three 
days of the meeting of Parliament, and near forty days 
after ſuch cloſing of the poll, for the purpoſe of carrying 
on their malicious views, and embarraſſing and diſtreſſing 
the petitioners in every ſtep neceffary to be taken on 
the meeting of Parliament; and that the petitioners do 
moſt particularly complain of the audacious falſhood 
contained in the ſpecial return of the ſaid Sheriffs, which 
Kates, that on the firſt day of the poll upwards of five 
hundred perſons, not inhabitants or freemen of Coventry, 
having badges which diſtinguiſhed the party of the pe- 
titioners, did tumultuouſly and riotouſly afſemble and 
impede the election, and ſo continued to do from time to 
time during the election; and that, fince the cloſing of 
the poll, the Mayor and Corporation have admitted to 
their freedom, under pretence of right, ſeveral perſons in 
their own intereſt, who by the conſtitution of the city 
are not entitled thereto, and at the ſame time have re- 
fuſed to admit many friends of the petitioners who have 

an 


CW-3 


an unqueſtionable right to the ſame; and this, as the 
petitioners alledge, was a principal view with the Alder- 
men and Sheriffs in preventing an election, for, by this 
meaſure, they expected to carry a future election, if 
they could not in the mean time, by the great expence 
brought on by their unjuſt conduct, compel the petition- 
ers to give up the conteſt, of which they bad expreſſed 
their hopes; and that the ſaid Sheriffs, Underſheriff, 
Mayor, and Samuel Veale, and Thomas Collet, Alder- 
men, and alſo the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas 
Rogers, with their confederates, were guilty of divers 
other illegal acts before, during, and fince the cloſe of 
the poll, contrary to the freedom of eleCtion, and the 
rights of the freemen of Coventry; and the petitioners 
alledge, that the conduct of the ſaid Sheriffs, Underſheri, 
and their aſſociates and confederates as above ſtated, was 
calculated and intended to promote the views and inter- 
eſts of the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, 
and to prevent the election and return of the petitioners, 
who had a large majority- of legal voters then and there 
attending, and as the ſaid Sheriffs well knew or believed 
would have had a majority of legal voters upon the poll 
if the ſame had been permitted to proceed, as will appear 
by a ſchedule ſigned by 1192 of the electors, ready to be 
produced to the houſe, excluſire of the 56 who had 
polled for the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker 
Holroyd; by means of all which proceedings of the ſaid 
Sheriffs and their confederates, the due execution of his 
Majeſty's writ has been wilfully obſtructed, the freedom 
of election ſhamefully invaded, and the petitioners have 
been deprived of the votes of a great majority of the 
eleCtors of Coventry, in violation of the privileges of the 
Houſe, and of the rights and franchiſes of the electors 
of Coventry, and the great damage of the petitioners; 
and therefore praying the Houſe, to take the premiſes 

into 
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into conſideration, to inflict ſuch puniſhment on the faid 
Sheriffs, Underſheriff, and their affociates and confede- 
rates, and to give the petitioners and the electors of Co- 
ventry ſuch relief as to the Houſe ſhall ſeem meet. 

A petition of the ſeveral perſons whoſe names are 
thereunto ſubſcribed, on behalf of themſelves and ſeveral 
hundred other freemen of the city of Coventry, and 
intitled to vote in the election of citizens to repreſent 
the faid city in Parliament, was alſo preſented to the 
Houſe, and read; ſetting forth, that the Sheriffs of the 
faid city and county of Coventry, having, in purſuance 
of his Majeſty's writ, given notice by proclamation, that 
they ſhould proceed to the election of two citizens of 
the ſaid city, on Saturday the ninth day of September 
laſt, and Edward Rooe Yeo, and John Baker Holroyd, 
Efquires (the late fitting members) having, before ſuch 
proclamation made, offered themſelves as candidates for 
the ſaid city, the petitioners, to the number of many 
hundreds, aſſembled in an orderly and peaceable manner 
in the morning of the ſaid ninth day of September, at 
the booth which had been erected by the Sheriffs, for the 
purpoſe of tendering themſelves, and did tender them- 
ſelves to give their votes for the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo, | 
and John Baker Holroyd, on the ſaid election; and that, 
on the Saturday, after polling only nineteen voters on 
behalf of Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, 
Eſquires, and four voters on behalf of Sir Thomas Hali- 
fax and Thomas Rogers, Eſquire, the other candidates, 
the Sheriffs unjuſtly refuſed to take the votes of many 
hundreds of the freemen who had ſo aſſembled themſelves 
and demanded to poll for the faid Edward Rooe Yeo 
and John Baker Holroyd, and without any juſt cauſe 
adjourned the poll till the Monday morning following; 


and that the freemen, to the number of many hundreds, 
again attended on the ſaid Monday morning at the time 


appointed 


(.. 


appointed by the Sheriffs, and peaceably offered them- 
ſelves at the uſual and accuſtomed place of election, 
demanding to poll for the faid Edward Rooe Yeo and 
John Baker Holroyd, but the Sheriffs refuſed to take 
the votes of the petitioners and the other freemen indif-' 
criminately and indifferently as they appeared and came' 
up to the booth; and, to favour the views of the faid' 
Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, partially 
polled ſeveral voters for the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax 
and Thomas Rogers, who were pointed out to the ſaid 
Sheriffs by the faid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas 
Rogers, one or both of them, over the heads of, and in 
preference to, the petitioners and a number of the free- 
men, who had been, and were, in a peaceable manner, 
Randing and waiting next and round the booth for a 
ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, Eſquires; 
and that, at other times, and further to favour the views 
of the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, the 
Sheriffs took the votes of ſeveral perſons for the ſaid Sir 
Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, in the front and 
at the ends of the booth, and refuſed to poll the freemen 
for the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, 


declaring they would take their votes only at one end, 


and that at a diſadvantageous part of the booth ; and 


that the ſaid Sheriffs delayed, for many hours, and on 
ſeveral days, to open the poll at the time fixed by their 
adjournment, and protracted the election by frequent 
adjournments on various groundleſs and frivolous pre- 
tences, and diſcontinued the poll at the end of the booth 
where the voters for the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John 
Baker Holroyd, Eſquires, were found to be moſt nume- 
rous, giving no other reaſon than that the clerk, appoint- 
ed to adminiſter the oaths to the freemen at that end of 
the booth, was gone away to tranſact his own private af- 
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fairs, and refuſed to appoint any other in his room, 
though frequently applied to for that purpoſe; and that 
the Mayor, and ſome of the Aldermen of the ſaid city, 
with the concurrence, and under the directions of the 
Sheriffs, ſtood upon an elevated part of the booth, writing 
down the names of the freemen who were coming up to 
poll for the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Hol- 
royd, Eſquires, and declared that they would particularly 
mark them, thereby endeavouring to intimidate them 
from voting for the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John 
Baker Holroyd; and that the ſaid Sheriffs, and their 
Under-Sheriff, during the poll, read, or cauſed to be 
exiſted, and called the petitioners, and the other freemen, 
who were peaceably aſſembled to vote for the ſaid Edward 
Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, a mob, and without 
any juſt or reaſonable cauſe, adjourned the poll from 
day to day, and refuſed to take their votes, contrary to, 
and in violation of, the freedom of election; and that 
the Sheriffs, Under-Sheriff, the faid Sir Thomas Hali- 
fax, Thomas Rogers, and ſome of the Aldermen, Con- 
fables, and others under the direction of the Sheriffs, 
attempted violently and by force to drive away the peti- 
tioners and other freemen peaceably aſſembled at the 
place of polling, and tendering their votes for the ſaid 
Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, Eſquires; 
and that the Sheriffs partially and wilfully aſſembling and 
continuing themſelves with the faid Sir Thomas Halifax 
and Thomas Rogers, in the Council Room or Mayor's 


Parlour, during the ſeveral adjournments by the Sheriffs, 
and conſtantly affociating and conferring together, did 
corruptly and illegally combine to obſtruct and prevent 
the election of the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John 
Baker Holroyd, who had a large majority of legal votes; 
and that the ſaid Sheriffs, Mayor, and Aldermen, admitted 
ſeveral 


169) 


ſeveral improper perſons, ſervants, and others, who 
had no buſineſs there, into the booth from the Council 
Room or Mayor's Parlour, in order to inſult and other- 
wiſe il]-treat the petitioners and the other freemen af- 
ſembled to vote for Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker 
Holroyd, Eſquires; and that particularly on the morning 
of the eighteenth of September, being the laſt day of the 
poll, and notwithſtanding the freemen had, for ſeveral 
days, peaceably and conſtantly attended to poll, and there 
was not, nor had been for ſeveral days paſt, any appear- 
ance of riot or confuſion, nor any pretence of the ſame 
given by the ſaid Sheriffs to obſtruct them from proceed- 
ing with the poll, the Sheriffs made a proclamation, or- 
dering all perſons to remove from that part of the booth 
where the petitioners and freemen had been waiting for 
many hours to poll for the faid Edward Rooe Yeo and 
John Baker Holroyd, Eſquires, to make room for the 
voters of the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Ro- 
gers, and requiring all perſons to afkift them in driving 
to poll for the ſaid Edward Rode Yeo and Jobn Baker 
Holroyd, and although the Sheriffs were repeatedly 
told there was none but freemen there, and that they 
would go away as ſoon as they were polled, a large mob 
of colliers and others came forth and attacked, and in a 
very outrageous manner endeavoured to puſh and drag 
away the petitioners and the other freemen from the 
booth, and becauſe the freemen perfiſted in ſlaying there 
til they had polled, and, notwithſtanding a negotiation 
wa carrying on, and at that time far advanced, for 
_ agreeing to poll the freemen alternately one and one, a 
great number of other people, armed with ſtaves and 
| bludgeons for the purpoſe, and made conſtables under the 
. pretence of quelling a riot, and who had been a confider- 
. able time kept and fationed there for the purpoſe, did, 
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by the advice and orders of the Under Sheriff, ruſh out 
of the Council Chamber or Mayor's Parlour into the 
booth, and forcibly endeavoured to drive away, and with 
their bludgeons puſhed and ſtruck, the electors in the 
intereſt of the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker 
Holroyd, Eſquires, upon their hands and arms, as they 
were ſtanding round and leaning upon the booth in a 
peaceable and quiet manner, offering to vote for the ſaid 
Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, and the 
faid Under Sheriff did, at ſundry times, encourage and 
ſtimulate divers colliers and other riotous mobs, to beat 
and ill-treat the petitioners and others the freemen in the 
intereſt of the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker 
Holroyd; and that, under pretence of the faid confuſion, 
in fact occaſioned by themſelves, and notwithſtanding 
the diſturbance ſoon ſubſided, and every thing remained 
quiet round the booth, the freemen ſtill waiting there to 
give their votes in expeCtation of the poll going on as it 
ought to have done, the Under Sheriff, to the great 
ſurprize of the petitioners and the other freemen, came 
out of the Council Chamber or Mayor's Parlour, and 
declared, that the poll was finally cloſed ; and the peti- 
tioners verily believe and infift that the poll was cloſed, 
and that the Sheriffs made no return of citizens to ſerve 
in Parliament for the faid city, becauſe they were con- 
vinced that the faid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker 
Holroyd had a large majority of real voters, and in order 
to have an opportunity of admitting a number of perſons 
to the freedom of the faid city, in the intereſt of the 
entitled to their freedom, although they have refuſed 
their freedom to ſeveral others legally entitled to the 
ſame, in the intereſt of the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and 
John Baker Holroyd ; and that, on the cloſe of the poll, 
the numbers ſtood as follows; for Edward Rooe Yeo 
| and 
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and John Baker Holroyd fifty-fix, and for Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Thomas Rogers twenty-ſeven; and that, 
by the proceedings of the ſaid Sheriffs, and the re- 
turn made by them to the Houſe, the petitioners and 
the other freemen of the ſaid city are not repreſented in 
Parliament, as they ought to be; and that the conduct 
of the Sheriffs during the ſaid election was manifeſtly 
partial, arbitrary, and illegal, and calculated for the pur- 
poſe of obſtructing the ſaid election, thereby to anſwer 
the views of them and their party; and that, if the ſaid 
Sheriffs had conducted themſelves in a peaceable and im- 
partial manner, a fair and open eleftion might have been 
had, in obedience to his Majeſty's writ, the execution 
whereof was obſtructed, in open defiance of the right of 
election, and to the manifeſt prejudice of all the electors 
of the ſaid city; and therefore praying the Houſe, to take 
the premiſes into conſideration, and to grant them ſuch 
relief, and to inflit ſuch puniſhment on the Sheriffs and 
Under Sheriff, or otherwiſe, as to the Houſe ſhall ſeem 
meet and juſt; and that they may be repreſented in 
Parliament. 1 
And the ſaid petitions were ſeverally ordered to be 
taken into conſideration upon Thurſday next, at 
the ſame time when the Sheriffs of the city of 
Coventry are ordered to attend this Houſe. 
The petition of Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. 
Rogers having been read, 
Mr. Fox ſaid, he would not take upon him to 
affirm that the charge contained in this petition . 
was well founded ; whether it was or no, would 
appear from the evidence to be brought to the bar: 
but he maintained that it was a heavy charge, and 
a ſpecific charge: and if it ſhould be proved, the 
gentlemen 
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. gentlemen againſt whom it was brought were de- 
"ſerving of very ſevere puniſhment. The crime with 
which they were charged was of a heinous nature: 
a violation of the freedom of election, which 
rended to undermine the liberty of the country, by 
ſapping the foundation of the freedom of the con- 
itution. He therefore moved the following re- 
ſolutions: 

Firſt, That this petition be taken into conſide- 
ration on Thurſday next; which was agreed to. 

Secondly, That Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. 
Rogers, the petitioners, be allowed by themſelves 
or their counſel, to bring evidence to the bar of 
the Houſe of Commons, in ſupport of the charge 
contained in the petition; which was alſo agreed to. 
Thirdly, That Mr. Edward Rooe Yeo and Col. 
J. Holroyd be defired to attend the Houſe of Com- 
mons on Thurſday next. 

Mr. Rigby oppoſed this laſt reſolution. It was 
unjuſt and unprecedented. The gentlemen pointed 
at in the petition muſt be accounted innocent 
uatil they ſhould be proved guilty. A mere alle- 
gation was not ſufficient to authoriſe the Houſe to 
- bring Col. Holroyd and Mr. Yeo to the bar in 
the character of delinquents; he would therefore 
give the motion for this reſolution his negative. 
General Smith ſaid, that the refolution was not 
-- unprecedented. He himſelf. had been brought to 
the bar of the Houſe in the humiliating character 
of a delinquent, before any evidence was called 

for againſt him, and merely upon a ſuſpicion that 
| he 
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he had ſecreted certain witneſſes whom he named: 


a circumſtance in his life which had made a deep 
impreffion in his mind, and which he could never 
efface. At the ſame time candor obliged bim 
to declare, that he did not bring that fact as a 
precedent for ſummoning the atrendance of Mr. 
Yeo and Mr. Holroyd. He thought he had been 
treated unjuſtly, and he could not in juſtice to 
himſelf paſs by this opportunity of animadverting 
on a proceeding by which he confidered himſelf 
greatly injured. 
Mr. Fox did not conceive that he did any thing 
unkind or unjuſt to Col. Holroyd and Mr. Yeo, 
when he deſired their attendance on Thurſday at 
the bar of the Houſe. He was of opinion, on 
the contrary, that the gentlemen themſelves would 
wiſh and be anxious for an opportunity of making 
known their innocence. Whenever the honour- 
able gentleman [Mr. Rigby] had an accuſation to 
bring againſt him, he begged that he might bring 
it face to face, and give him an opportunity of an- 
ſwering for himſelf. A new writ would be moved 
for to-morrow for an election of members to ſerve 
in Parliament for Coventry; and in the mean time 
2 very great number of voters, friends to the pe- 
titioners, would be abſent from the election while 
Col. Holroyd and Mr. Yeo would, by this partial 
conduct, have an unfair advantage over their com- 
petitors. This would be the littleſt manceuvre to 
which a miniſterial majority, amongſt all their con- 
deſcenſions, had ever deſcended. He thought 
' that 
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that this cauſe ſhould be decided before any elec- 
tion at Coventry ſhould take place. It was, in- 
deed, Mr. Holroyd's and Mr. Leo's intereſt that 
a new election ſhould take place as ſoon as poſſible, 
both becauſe the practices of which, as was al- 
ledged, they had been guilty, muſt give an un- 
favourable impreſſion of them, which might 
have an unhappy influence on their election; 
and becauſe, if the election ſhould be over 
the enquiry into the things charged 
the accuſed party, the petitioners would 
ſame 


the 
maki 
very 
lax in their zeal of proſecuting this appeal and 
complaint to the Houſe of Commons. Mr. 
Grenville's bill, as it was called, had, indeed, 
been productive of much good; it, however, was 
the ſource of ſome inconveniencies; arid among 
theſe he reckoned the poſſibility of influencing, 
by ſuch a manceuvre as that he had mentioned, an 
election. He begged and hoped that miniſtry 
would not be fo uncandid as to take advantage of 
an inconveniency attending that exc: llent bill, and 
of eſtabliſhing a precedent, which was in itſelf 
unjuſt, though it could never militate againſt 
themſelves. He alſo adverted to that forwardneſs 
of miniſtry in endeavouring to bring on an elec- 
tion at Coventry, which appeared on the firſt day 
of the meeting of Parliament, &c. 


1 Lord 
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Lord Beauchamp faid, the law requires, that 
within a certain time writs ſhould be iflved for 
elections, and that time would expire to-morrow. 
No hurry had been ſhewn in appointing a time for 
examining the Sheriffs of Coventry. If theſe 
officers had done as they ought to have done; if 
they had made a return of two members, accord- 
ing to the numbers that were actually polled, 
however few, the circumſtances that rendered the 
election undue and of no avail might have come 
defore the Houſe in the way of petition as uſual, 
and much trouble have been thereby prevented. 
An honourable friend of his had faid, that there 
would be partiality in bringing on the election at 
Coventry at a time when the petitioners with their 
witneſſes, who were their friends in the election, 
ſhould be attending the bar of that Houſe. Bur 
would there not be as great partiality in ordering 
the two other gentlemen to be abſent from the 
place of election, as it would be to call to the bar 


voters on the other fide? The petitioners might 


appear by counſel; but it was propoſed that Mr. 
Holroyd and Mr. Yeo ſhould attend the. Houſe in 
perſon. His Lordſhip farther contended, that the 
vore of the Houſe when printed, was a ſufficient, 
and the proper intimation. to the laſt- mentioned 
gentlemen to attend, if they thought their intereſt 
required their attendance, and that any order to 
attend was equally improper, unjuſt and unprece- 
dented. For with regard to what had been advan- 
ced by General Smith, he believed, that be had 
E been 
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been ordered to attend, after the affair he alluded 
to had made ſome progreſs in the Houſe, and that 
it was by a Committee of the whole Houſe on that 
ſubject, that he was ordered to attend. 

General Smith from the Journals of the Houſe 
evinced, that Lord Beauchamp, in making this laſt 
poſition, was miſtaken. 

Mr. Fox replied to Lord Beauchamp. He al. 
lon ed, that there would be partĩality in ordering 
Colonel Holroyd and Mr. Yeo to attend the 
Houſe, if the eleftion were to be hurried on in the 
manner he apprehended it would be; but he was 
for deferring the election until this cauſe was de- 
cided ; therefore an order for the attendance of 

General Smith obſerved, that there was a prece- 
dent for putting off the election of members for 
Coventry, in che Borough of Hindon, to which 
no writ had been ſent for electing a member of 
Parliament for the courſe of two years. 

Lord Beauchamp replied, that the eaſes were 
torally diffimilar ; for the burgeſſes of Hindon had 
been guilty of certain practices, for which that 
delay ro fend a writ of election was a deſerved 
puniſhment, whereas the inhabitants of Coventry 
were not charged with malverſation of any kind. 
His Lordſhip added, that he had a petition, in 
oppoſition to that preſented by his honourable 
friend, from Colonel Holroyd and Mr. Yeo, and 
others, burgeſſes of Coventry. 

See the Petition above, 
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Mr. Fox withdrew his motion for the third 

reſolution*®. 
| On the 21ft of November, Lord Beauchamp 
roſe, he ſaid, to make a motion of which he had 
given notice yeſterday, that a writ be now iſſued 
for a new election of members of Parliament for 
the city of Coventry; a motion which he would 
have made in the uſual courſe of buſineſs, without 
ſaying any thing in ſupport of it, if he had not 
been led, from what paſſed in the Houſe yeſterday, 
to expect that it would receive much oppoſition. 
There was not any complaint brought againſt the 
citizens of Coventry ; they were innocent; why 
then ſhould they be puniſhed by a temporary diſ- 
franchiſement ? It had been ſaid that the burgeſſty 
of Hindon had been disfranchiſed for a time. True, 
Sir; but they deſerved that puniſhment. It was 
the great odject of Mr. Grenville's bill to reduce 
trials of conteſted elections to certain, fixed, and 
regular Jaws, that nothing might depend on faction, 
and for that end, as little as poſſible might reſt in 
the difcretion of the Houſe. But if we ſhould now 
refuſe to ſend a writ for the election of members 
for Coventry; if we ſhould violate the law in 
one inftance, we ſhould ſoon do it in another, and 
that bill, with all its good effects, woeld fall to 
the ground. That very diſcretionary power of 
iſſuing or not iſſuing writs of election, for which 
an honourable gentleman had contended laſt 

Journals, vol. 38, page 35. | 
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night, was in the reign of king James, in times 
of leſs liberty than the preſent, looked upon with 
jealouſy, and exclaimed againſt as an infringe- 
ment of freedom. Sir Francis Goodwin refuſed 
to ſubmit to that diſcretionary power which was 
then uſurped by the Crown ; and is the uſurpation 
on the liberties of the people leſs, though it is 
made by a number of men inſtead of one? And 
if the people have a right to be repreſented, they 

have a right to be repreſented always ; and all de- 
lays of giving them an opportunity of chufing 
their repreſentatives, is injuſtice. The following 
is a maxim in Magna Charta, ulli negabitur juſ- 
titia, nulli deferetur. Why ſhould the Houſe de- 
part from a fixed order? What has happened? 
Riots and tumults. Riots and tumults happened 
in an election at Brentford, The officers, whoſe 
duty it was to keep order, repreſented to the 
Houſe of Commons, that they were not able to 
keep peace, and they aſked the advice and aſſiſtance 
of the Houſe. The Houſe adviſed them to get a 
ſufficient number of conſtables, and to preſerve 
the peace by all poſſible means. This was a caſe | 
exactly in point. It was ſaĩd that the election could 

not go on at Coventry without the aid of the 
Houſe ; but what aid could the Houſe give to the 
officers who were to preſide at the enſuing election 
at Coventry, that they were not already in poſſeſ- 
fion of? Befides, the officers to preſide at the fu+ 
ture were not the ſame who preſided at the laſt 

Sir 
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Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers, at mere al- 
legations, until the facts they alledged ſhould be 
proved. He adverted to the inconveniences that 
would flow from giving credit to mere affirma- 
tion of this kind. He was yet at liberty to con- 
fider the petition in the light of the effects of the 
ſmart of diſappointment. The delay propoſed was 
an injury to the inhabicants of that great trading 
City, the inhabitants of which would be in a fer- 
ment until the election ſhould be over; and the 
loſs arifing from their diffipation and idleneſs was 
a loſs to the public. His lordſhip concluded with 
reading his motion. 
Mr. Fox gave the noble Lord credit for the in- 
genuity and induſtry with which he had ſupported 
ſo bad a cauſe. Theſe qualities evidently exerted, 
betray, however, oftentimes the weakneſs of the 
cauſe that needs their aid. The noble Lord, 
practiſing an uſual art, endeavours to drown an 
unpopular and unjuſt propoſition, by ſhading and 
confounding it with ideas juſt and popular. He 
talks of Magna Charta, of jealouſy, of diſcre- 
tionary power, of the reſiſtance made to diſcre- 
tionary power in former reigns. Good God, Sir, 
who would imagine that the noble Lord was de- 
fending an intention to iſſue out a writ for the 
immed:ate eleftion of members for Coventry ! 
Who would not imagine that he was ſupporting a 
motion to defer that eleftion until it could be 
made with freedom? The freedom of election: 
the independency and privileges of the Houſe 
of 
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of Commons could not be any where lodged fo 
ſafely as in their own hands, in their own diſ- 
cretion. Are the facts alledged by the petitioners 
mere allegations? Is the noble Lord willing to 
bring that matter to a trial? Mr. Fox made a 
diſtinction between mere report, vague rumour, 
and random affirmations, and allegations contain- 
ed in a petition to the Houſe of Commons. The 
petition from Coventry was before the Houſe, 
and the Houſe muſt decide vpon it. The queſtion 
then is, whether they ought not to decide upon it, 
before iſſuing out a writ for a new election. Oh! 
but, ſays the noble Lord, a delay would be in- 
| Juſtice to the eleftors of Coventry, who ought 
not to be unrepreſented, not for a week. But it 
is better to be unrepreſented for a fortnight, than 
to be unrepreſented for a whole Parliament; for at 
preſent, a free election at Coventry cannot take 
place. He concluded with ſaying, that the merits 
of the petition might ſoon be determined; that 
it would be unjuſt to iſſue out the writ propoſed 
before that ſhould be done. He contended farther, 
that ſhould a new election be ordered in the pre- 
ſent circumſtances, for Coventry, that would be 
an encouragement of riots and tumults; for then 
it would be ſaid, let us try the effects of violence; 
if it ſucceeds, it is well; if not, we have an equal 
chance with our competitors afterwards. 
Mr. Macdonald faid, that for the laſt reaſon 
which the honourable gentleman had adduced for 
his being againſt the motion, he would be for it. 
Without 
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— Without mentioning names or conjectutes, he 
thought it very probable that fome one of the 
partics in Coventry wiſhed for a delay, and their 
wiſhes would be gratified, by refuſing, at the pre- 
ſent time, to iſſue out the writ now moved for. 
The rioters, or ſham-rioters, might have been em; 
ployed on purpoſe to occaſion a delay, and he 
would not forward the intentions of their abertors. 
If to find out the cauſes of the riots, and their 
aiders and abettors were ſo eaſy a matter, if the 
cauſe could be fo eaſily decided as the honourable 
gentleman imagined, then it was a bad argument 
in his mouth, that the attendance of the petitianers 
and their witneſſes at the bar of the Houſe of 
Commons, would materially injure their election; 
for a few witnefles only it ſhould ſeem would be 
neceffary ; but, for bis part, he thought the trial 
might be a long one, and might not be over 
during this Seſſion of Parliament. However 
theſe- things might be, on the ground of adhe- 
rence to parliamentary order and form, he would 
ſupport the motion. 

Lavd Meben wes for giving «he fume ain 
to the eleftors of Coventry, in reſpect of time, 
that is given in the caſe of double returns, 

Mr. Winchcombe Hartley ſuſpected that there 
were ſtill riots in Coventry. , 

Sir G. Yonge ſaid, that what had fallen from 
the laſt ſpeaker, led him to apprehend, that the 
writ of the Houſe of Commons for a new election 
at Coventry might meet with the fame treatment 
ſhewn to the laſt, if the cauſes and inſtruments, 

aiders 
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aiders and abettors of the riots, were not inquired 
into firſt and puniſhed; and that in this manner 
the authority of the Houſe would be brought 
into contempt. 

Major Egerton ſaid, he was at Coventry at the 
time of the election. That there had been little 
if any rioting at Coventry. No violence had 
been uſed, and no other oppoſition or force, but 
what ariſes from ſhouting, and the preſſure of a 
multitude. If there was any violence offered, he 
did not believe it was of ſuch a kind as to prevent 
the electors from voting, if they had had a mind 
to do fo. 

On a diviſion of the Houſe, there appeared for 
Lord Beauchamp's motion 114; Againſt it 45. 

Tellers for the Ayes, Lord Liſburne, Sir Grey 

Cooper. For the Noes, General Burgoyne, Mr. 
Sheridan *. 
A new writ having been iſſued, the election com- 
menced on the 29th day of November, and cloſed 
on the 28th day of December, when Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr. Rogers were returned. 

The following petitions were preſented to the 
Houſe : 


A petition of Edward Rooe Yeo, Eſquire, and John 
Lord Sheffield of the kingdom of Ireland, was read +; ſet- 
ting forth, that, at the late general election, and alſo at 
the laſt election of citizens to ſerve in Parliament for the 


city of Coventry, Sir Thomas Halifax, Knight, and 


Journals vol. 38, p. 64. 
+ Mr. Holroyd was created a Peer of Ireland after the 
general election. 


Thomas 


os i, 

Thomas Rogers, Eſquire, and the petitioners, were 
candidates; and that, at the faid general election, a great 
majority of the freemen and legal electors of the faid city 
were in the intereſt of the petitioners, and would have 
given theit votes for them, and that the petitioners would 
have been duly elefted, but that Mr. Thomas Noxon 
and Mr. Thomas Butler, who were then Sheriffs and Re- 
turning Officers for the ſaid city, contrary to their duty, 
and in violation of the privileges of this honourable 
Houſe, after endeavouring to prevent the voters believed 
to be in the intereſt of the petitioners from giying their 

when $56 had voted for the petitioners, and 27 for the 
ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers; and that 
the ſaid Sheriffs falſely and illegally ſet forth, in their re- 
turn to the writ of election, that they had been impeded 
in the execution of the faid writ, and that the election 
had been prevented by riots; and that, on Tueſday the 
21ſt day of November laſt, this honourable Houſe order- 
ed, that a new writ ſhould be made out, for the election 
of two citizens, to ſerve in Parliament, for the faid city ; 
and, in conſequence of the faid writ, a new election for 
the faid city came en, on Wedneſday the 29th day of 
the ſaid November; and that, in the interval of time be- 
a great number of perſons were illegally admitted to the 
freedom of the ſaid city, who had no right to ſuch free- 
dom, and without paying the uſual or any fees on ad- 
miſſion, on condition of their undertaking to vote at the 
Thomas Rogers; and that, during the faid interval of 
time, a great number of perſons duly entitled to be ad- 
mitted to the freedom of the faid city, demanded in the 
uſual manner to be ſo admitted, being ready to produce 

| F the 
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the evidence of their titles, and to pay the uſual ſees, but 
were refuſed to be admitted becauſe they were believed 
to be in the intereſt of the petitioners; and that, at the 
faid laſt election, after the poll had laſted near three 
weeks, almoſt all the legal freemen having then vcted, 
and when it was known that there would be a large ma- 
Jority of votes in favour of the petitioners, a great num- 
ber of perſons were, on Monday the 18th, and Wedneſ- 
day the 20th of December laſl, in a fraudulent and clan- 
deſtine manner, admitted to the freedom of the faid city, 
although the faid perſons had no title to ſuch freedom, 
and were known by the members of the corporation, who 
compoſed the Council Houſes at which they were ad- 
mitted, or to ſome of the ſaid members of the ſaid corpo- 
ration, to have no title, and without paying the accuſ- 
tomed, or any fees, on the condition of their voting for 
the faid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers; and 
that Mr. Joſeph Wilcox Percy, and Mr. George How- 
lette, the Sheriffs and Returning Officers for the {aid 
city at the ſaid laſt election, permitted the ſaid perſons, 
who had been fraudulently and illegally admitted to the 
freedom of the faid city in manner aforeſaid, to vote at 
the ſaid laſt election, without calling upon them to pro- 
duce any evidence of their titles to ſuch freedom; and 
that the ſaid Joſeph Wilcox Percy and George Howlette, 
at divers times during the courſe of the poll, admitted a 
great number of other illegal votes for the ſaid Sir 
Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, and rejected a 
great number of legal votes which were tendered for the 
| petitioners; and that the ſaid Joſeph Wilcox Percy and 
George Howlette were gyilty of a great many partial and 
illegal practices during the ſaid election, and particularly 
by delegating their authority to, and ſubmitting to the 
judgemem and deciſions of, a perſon who is not a Bar- 

riſter, 
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riſter, Attorney, or Solicitor at Law, and who was inti- 
mately connected with, and employed or procured by, 
the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, or ſome 
or one of their agents; and that divers members of the 
corporation of the ſaid city of Coventry, and Viagiſtrates 
thereof, who were the zealous friends, adherents, or 
agents, of the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas 
Rogers, were guilty of a great many corrupt and illegal 
practices, and groſsly proftituted their authority and 
powers, both as Juſtices of the Peace, and as Truſtees of 
the Public Charities in the faid city, before and during 
the ſaid election, in order to influence the ſaid election 
and that the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas 
Rogers, by themſelves and their agents, before and during 

the ſaid laſt election, were guilty of bribery, and did 
bribe, or attempt to bribe, a great many perſons who 
voted, or had or claimed a right to vote, at the faid 
election; and that, at the final cloſe of the poll, on 
Thurſday the 28th day of December laſt, a great ma- 
jority of the votes on the poll book, excluſive of thoſe 
of the colourable freemen, who had been admitted as 
aforefaid on or after the ſaid 18th of December, appeared 
to be in favour of the petitioners, who ought, therefore, 
to have been declared duly elected, and returned as citi- 
zens to ferve in Parliament for the ſaid city; but that, 
notwithſtanding ſuch majority, the ſaid Joſeph Wilcox 
Percy and George Howlette did, partially, falſely, and 
illegally declare the faid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas 
Rogers to be duly elected, and have falſely returned 


them as citizens to ſerve in Parliament for the faid 
city; and therefore praying the Houſe, to take the pre- 
miſes into conſideration, and that the falſe return fo 
made by the ſaid Sheriffs may be amended, by eraſing 
the names of the ſaid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas 
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Rogers, and inferting the names cf the petitioners in 
their ſtead, or that the merits of the ſaid election may 
be taken into conſideration, and the petitioners may 


have ſuch other relief in the premiſes as to the Houte 
ſhall ſeem meet. 


A petition of the ſeveral perſons whoſe names 
are thereunto ſubſcribed, on behalf of them ſclvcs 
and others, being freemen of the city of Coventry, 
and electors of Members to ſerve in Parliament 
for the ſaid city, was alſo read, making ſimilar 
charges with thoſe ſet forth in the laſt perition *, 
and making heavy complaints of the partial and 
illegal conduct of the Sheriffs and their aſfeſſor. 


A petition of the ſeveral perſons, whoſe names are 
thereunto ſubſcribed, on behalf of themſelves and others, 
being intitled to the freedom of the city of Coventry, 
and to vote at the election of members to ſerve in Parlia- 
ment for the ſaid city, was alſo read; ſetting forth, that, 
before the laſt election of members to ſerve in Parliament 
for the faid city, the petitioners, and a great many other 
perſons, who were entitled to be admitted to the freedom 
of the ſaid city, and were defirous to be ſo admitted, in 
order to vote in the election of members to ſerve in Par- 
liament for the ſaid city, as well as to enjoy the other 
privileges and franchiſes belonging to the freedom of the 
faid city, applied, in the uſual and regular manner, in 
order to be admitted, but were partially and illegally re- 
fuſed ; and that a great many perſons, who were not 
intitled to the freedom of the ſaid city, were, before and 


during, 


* The petition is ſo long that it cannot be in- 
ſerted; but it is accurately drawn, and deſerves to be 
read. Votes, page 180. 
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during the ſaid election, partially and illegally admitted 
as freemen, on condition of their promiſing to vote for 
Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, Eſquire, 
who, together with Edward Rooe Yeo, Eſquire, and 
John Baker Holroyd, Eſquire, (now Lord Sheffield. 
of the kingdom of Ireland) were candidates at the 
faid election; and that the petitioners, and many 
other perſons, who were entitled, and had demanded, 
and were refuſed to be admitted to the freedom of the 
ſaid city, being defirous of voting at the ſaid election 
for the faid Edward Rooe Yeo, and John Baker Hol- 
royd, tendered their votes for them, but were partially 
rejected by the ſheriits and returning officers at the faid 
election; and that, if the votes of the petitioners, and 
the other perſons aforeſaid, had been received, there 
would have been a majority of votes on the poll in fa- 
vour of the faid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Hol- 
royd ; but that the ſaid ſheriffs, by illegally rejecting the 
votes of the petitioners, and of many other legal elec- 
tors, who tendered their votes for the ſaid Edward Rooe 
Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, and by admitting, for the 
faid Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers, the votes 
of a great number of perſons, who had no legal right to 
vote at the faid election, did procure a colourable majo- 


| rity on the poll in favour of the ſaid Sir Thomas Hali- 


fax and Thomas Rogers, and thereupon declared the ſaid 
Sir Thomas Halifax and Thomas Rogers duly elected, 
and have returned them as citizens to ſerve in Parliament 
for the ſaid city, whereas the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and 
John Baker Holroyd were duly elected, and ought to 
have been returned ; and therefore praying, that the votes 
of the petitioners, and the other perſons, who were 
unduly and illegally refuſed to be admitted to their free- 
dom in the faid city, and who tendered their ſuffrages for 
the ſaid Edward Rooe Yeo and John Baker Holroyd, 


may 
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may be eſtabliſhed, and that the ſaid Edward Rove Yeo 
and John Baker Holroyd may be declared duly elected; 
and that the petitioners may have ſuch further relief in 
the premiſes as to the Houſe ſhall ſeem meer. 

And the aid petitions were ſeverally ordered to be 
taken into conſidetation, at the ſame time that the 
petition of Edward Rooe Yeo, Eſquire, and John 
Lord Sheffield of the kingdom of Ireland is or- 
dered to be taken into confideration. 


On the ſecond day of February a petition of Joſeph 
Wilcox Percy and George Howlette, Sheriffs of Coven- 
try, was preſented, read, and ordered to lie on the 
table; ſetting forth, amongſt other things, that their pre- 
deceſſors hall made a ſpecial return, complaining of riots 
whereby they could not return two citizens to ferve in 
Parliament for the city of Coventry—that a new writ 
had iſſued, by virtue of which the petitioners had pro- 
ceeded to the election, and had returned Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr: Rogers—that they were not able to go 
through the election without great trouble and difficult y 
— that many circumſtances of tumult, diſturbance, vio- 
lence and outrage happened, notwithſtanding they had 
conducted themſelves with great caution and purity by 
appointing a learned gertieman®* to be their aſſeſſor, and 
by carrying no weapons more offenſive than white 
and that in the dead of the night preceding the day 
of election, and the following night, an immenſe num- 
der of people took poſſeſſion of the front of the booth, 
and remained there during the firſt and ſecond days, 


declaring, that as they were freemen, they would not 


* The conduct of this /carned gentleman is heavily com- 
plained of in the petition of the freemen in the intereſt of Lord 
Shefficld and Mr. Yeo, and he is there ſtated to be neither 
Barriſter, Attorney, nor Solicitor at Law. 


make 
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make room for other perſons until their votes werg 
taken; and that they were encouraged ſo to do by per- 
ſons ſpeaking in their behalf to the aſſeſſor, and inform- 
ing him that this was the law of election ꝰ that on the 
morning of the election the petitioners were ſurprized 
with a noiſe and diſturbance at the pump end of the 
booth, and in a moment there came a ſhower of con- 
ſtables long faves, and ſome of a ſhort make, which 
were thrown into the poll booth, and which, it was ſaid 
were wreſted out of the hands of the conſtables in a 
ſtruggle between them and part of the croud ſu i 

the booth that a queſtion occurred, which was ar- 
gued at great length by the counſel on both fides, 
touching the right of thoſe perſons to vote who had 
been admitted to the freedom during the poll t—that 


I have not been able to find any decifion on this point : 
it is probable the law is ſo plain and well underſtood, that no 
queſtion has ever been made on the ſubject. I have been in- 
formed that the practice has ever been to poll thoſe firſt who 
had got poſſeflion of the booth ; except where the candidates 
have agreed to poll by tallies. It has always been fo at all 
the elections that I have attended. 


+ Theſe faves, which formed a ſtriking contraſt with the 


«vands, were exhibited before the Committee, and appeared to, 
be about fix feet long, iron headed, and double feruled at each 
end: — hoſe of the ſhorter make were aſh bludgeons about 23 
feet long, with a large head tapering to the end. They were 
employed to drive the freemen fram the booth. But it is ſtated 
in che petition, that the aſſeſſor diſapproved of them in the 
3 

1 There were eighty-five of this deſcription, every one of 
wha we fruck off the poll tor he Crmmiins, There were, 
beſides, fixty-fix of the fame ſtamp; and the Committee re- 
ſolved that they were admitted under ſuch fraudulent circum- 
ſtances, that it was incumbent on the fitting Members to prove 
their titles — vide poſt. 


the 


. 


J 
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the aſſeſſor, having expreſſed himſelf at ſome length and 
in pretty ſtrong terms, as no ways partial or favourable 
to the circumſtances of that occaſional kind of admiſſion, 
after two days confideration delivered his opinion in 
writing, * that the enrollment during the poll was no 
objeftion to the admiſſibility of the votes claimed 
that after this deciſion was made known to the freemen, 
they behaved in the moſt riotous and diforderly manner, 
committing feveral outrages on the petitioners and their 
aſſefſor—that the aſſeſſor was at length obliged to read 
the riot act; and hoped that ſome friend of thoſe deluded 
people would apprize them of their danger; but that an 
aſſiſtant agent for one fide of the candidates faid ' he 
fuppoſed the gentleman was informed, that a Sheriff had 
once been ſent to Newgate for reading the riot act at an 
election +,” 


® See the hiſtory of this buſineſs in the freemen's petition, 
Journ. vol. 38, page 106. | 

+ It does not appear that he was the Returning Officer. 
The caſe alluded to is that of Cheping Wicombe, in the county 
of Bucks. Mr. Waller's petition, complaining of an undue 
election and return having been read, and the counſel having 
examined the witneſſes on both fides, and been heard, © It 
was reſolved that Edward Marſhal, having preſumed to read 
the proclamation againſt riots, while the burgeſſes of the 
borough of Cheping Wicombe, in the county of Bucks, were 
legally aſſembled by virtue of his Majeſty's writ for the eleft- 
ing a burgeſs to ſerve in this preſent Parliament for the faid 
borough, without having ſufficient authority ſo to do, is guilty 
of an high infringement of the freedam of elections.” 

Ordered, That the ſaid Edward Marſhal be, for the faid 
offence, taken into the cuſtody of the Serjeant at Arms attend- 
ing this Houſe. Journals, vol. 20, p. 622. 


2 Lord 


„ 


Lord Beauchamp deficed to be informed of the 
firſt day when a committee could be ballotted for 
taking the above petition into conſideration, and 
deciding concerning its merits *. 

The ſpeaker replied, that it was the 26th day 
of June. | 

Lord Beauchamp then moved, that this petition 
be referred to a committee on the 1 5th day of Fe- 
bruary next. He knew that the principle of Mr. 
Grenville's bill was, to leave nothing, or as little 
as poſſible, to the diſcretion of the Houſe, with 
regard to conteſted elections: but ſtill in certain 
caſes the exerciſe of diſcretion in ſuch matters 
was neceſſary, and allowed even by that bill, and 
authoriſed by the cuſtom of the Houſe. 


If no diſcretionary power was allowed to the 
Houſe, what was the reaſon of reading petitions 


® It was but reaſonable to confider theſe petitions as a conti - 
nuation of the former bufineſs at the general election, and which 
the Houſe had been in poſſeſſion of before any other petitions 
complaining of undue elections, and returns were preſented, 
See Votes, page $.-It was convenient to both parties to have 
an early day appointed, becauſe the ſame witnefſes muſt have 
attended on the queſtion concerning the conduct of the former 
Sheriffs at the general election, and on the queſtion concerning 
this election; and it would have been a great hardſhip, and 
productive of much expence, if the agents and witneſſes of the 
parties had been obliged to attend twice. There are many 
precedents in the Journals, where petitions, preſented at a ſub- 
ſequent day, have been appointed to be heard on a day pre- 
vious to others preſented before them, —See Weſtminſter Peti- 
tion, Journals, vol. 35, p- 41.—Abingdon, Votes, p. 27.— 
Okehampton, Votes, p. 59,— Worceſter, Votes, p. 39. 


G before 


( 42 ) 


before a day was fixed for their conſideration ? It 
was true, that the order of their being heard, in 
common caſes, was determined by chance ; bur 
where there were fingular and extraordinary cir- 
cumſtances attending any election, that order had 
been broken through, as was evident from a 
precedent in 1774, in a petition from Weſtmin- 
ſter, and in the Worceſter and Okehampton peti- 
tions, this very ſeſſion of Parliament. The peti- 
tion from Coventry was an extraordinary one, 
and deſerved extraordinary attention. It might 
be ſaid, that to grant an early hearing to that pe- 
tition, would break in upon the time allotted for 
the conſideration of the other petitions ; but his 
lordſhip endeavoured to obviate that objection, by 
ſaying, that from a regard to the convenience of 
the Houſe, only two committees for trying elec- 
tions were to be appointed in one week: but 
that there was no reaſon why they might not ap- 
point three for one week, if they thought proper, 
and were willing to take the trouble of doing 
ſo. He did not imagine, that by this early 
appointment he injured any party. 

Mr. Frederick Montagu ſaid, the Houſe muſt 
not be ſurprized at his being alive all over at any 
attempt that ſhould be made to depart from the 
ſpirit of Mr. Grenville's bill. The preſent motion 
he confidered as inimical to that bill, in the fra- 
ming and ſupporting of which he had faken fo 


conſiderable a ſhare, that he could not but feel 
moſt 
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moſt ſenfibly whenever it was attacked. He was 
not, he ſaid, in the Houſe, when the petitions al- 
luded to by the noble lord were the ſubject of de- 
bate, and the days fixed for balloting for com- 
mitrees to try their merits were altered; if he had, 
he moſt certainly ſhould have oppoſed ſuch an al- 
teration, becauſe he felt it incumbent upon him, 
as one of the parents of Mr. Grenville's act, to reſiſt 
every effort to deſtroy the operation of that act. 
The great utility of that act had now proved itſelf 
incontrovertibly ; and he truſted that the young 
members would pay it due attention, and think it 
no inconſiderable part of their duty to undergo the 
fatigues it impoſed on them with chearfulneſs, eſpe- 
cially when they balanced againſt their labour, 
the great good they thereby rendered their coun- 
try. Mr. Montagu concluded with moving, as an 
amendment, that the words, Thurſday the 15th 
of February,” be omitted in the original motion, 
and that the words, * Tueſday the 26th of June,” 
be inſerted, inſtead. 

Mr. Adam faid, that Mr. Grenville's bill hav- 
ing given the Houſe a power of altering the day 
of hearing any petition, it was a falfe argument to 
maintain, that to accelerate the trial of any peti- 
tion, founded upon allegations of an extraordinary 
nature, was either to contradict the meaning of 
Mr. Grenville's act, to attack it in any ſhape, or to 
impede its proper operation. He ſaid, no man re- 
ſpected Mr. Grenville's act more than he did; he 
had in the commencement of the laſt Parliament, 

G 2 


learnt 


( 44 ) 


learnt to admire its juſtice and its policy, by ex- 
perience acquired in the courſe of his frequently 
ſitting and acting under its authority upon various 
committees. That he was perfectly acquainted 
with the whole of that act, and had it contained 
ary enacting clauſe, limitting the Houſe to a cer- 
tain Cay for balloting for a committee to try any 
election, he ſhould then have thought the preſent 
motion an attempt to fly in the face of the act; 
but as there was no ſuch clauſe in the act, on the 
contrary, as the act contained a clauſe, giving ex- 
preſs power to the Houle to delay the trial of any 
petition at its diſcretion, and as the obvious aim of 
the act was to accelerate juſtice, he could not con- 
ceive that the preſent motion could, in any view 
of it, be confirued into an oppoſition to Mr, 
Grenville's act. 
Mr. Duninng ſaid, he had ever conſidered Mr. 
Grenville's a& as an inſtrument of great good ; 
but though there was no clauſe forbidding ſuch a 
motion as the preſent, he maintained that the ſpi- 
rit of the act was as obligatory as the letter of it; 
it clearly was to take the trial of elections wholly 
cut of the Houſe, to 2dminiſter juſtice equally, 
and without partiality or diſtinction, through the 
medium of a committee, who were to judge 
ſolely from the evidence, and not from prejudice 
or affection. 

Mr. Macdonald declared, that no man had a 
greater deference for the opinions of the learned 


gentleman who ipoke laſt than he had, fince from 
his 
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his opinions he had chiefly learnt to form his own, 
but that he could not help differing from his ar- 
gument, and from his mode of reaſoning. Mr. 
Macdonald agreed that an act ought to be con- 
ſtrued by its ſpirit as well as its letter, but could 
not agree that the letter ſhould be diſregarded al- 
together: he then ſtated that the act gave an ex- 
preſs power of procraſtination to the Houſe; 
whence he inferred, that the Houſe had power to 
accelerate a ballot where the caſe was extraordi- 
nary. This doctrine he applied to the caſe in 
queſtion. 

Mr. Kenyon ſaid, he ſtood in the predicament 
of a member petitioned againſt on the heavy 
charge of bribery. That his moral character was 
bleeding afreſh every hour that the trial of the 
petition againſt him was delayed; that in obedi- 
ence to the regulation of the Houſe, he had ſub- 
mitted, on the principle of general convenience, 
to the day on which the committee to try the 
petition againſt him was fixed to be balloted for; 
that he had as much right to acceleration and 
preference as another, and if another was fo fa- 
voured, he ſtould confider it as an indication that 
hoſtilities were determined againft him, and as a 
grievous injury. 

Sir Herbert Mack worth ſaid, the arguments of 
Lord Beauchamp were plauſible, and had im- 
preſſed his mind at firſt very forcibly: but en a 
re-confideration, he thought as the Houle had de- 
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termined on a particular regulation, that regula- 
tion ought to be adhered to moſt ſtrictly, 

Governor Johnſtone ſaid, the argument divided 
itſelf into two branches; the one, the queſtion, 
whether the Houſe had a power to accelerate the 
trial of any petition under any circumſtances ? 
The other, whether the circumſtances of the Co- 
ventry petition were ſuch as juſtified that ſort 
of acceleration? He decided both theſe queſ- 
tions in the affirmative; and concluded with 
ſaying, that if the Coventry petition was not 
ſoon tried, it would be in the power of any 
returning officer, firſt by making no return to a 
writ, and then by an unfair return to a ſecond, to 
gain time, and ſeat for the firſt year of a Parlia- 
ment, any two perſons he thought proper. 

Right Honourable Thomas Townſhend, after 
mentioning Lord Beauchamp's connections with 
Coventry, faid the preſent motion was an effort 
of power to ſave two favourite candidates; and 
there needed no ſtronger proof of it than the ex- 
traordinary circumſtance of miniſters being preſent, 
and itaying till ſix or ſeven in the evening who 
had oppoſed Mr. Grenville's bill, and who, when- 
ever any queſtion relative to the operation of that 
bill was to come on, had conſtantiy kept away 
from the Houle, 

Mr. Mansficld, Solicitor General, ſaid, that the 
act gave the Houſe in expreſs words, in the begin- 
wing of it, a diſcretionary power as to the time of 
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hearing petitions on elections. He then took a 
review of the allegations contained in the petition, 
and concluded that the Coventry election was a 
very extraordinary caſe, and therefore merited ex- 
traordinary attention. 

Mr. Fox ſaid, that as he had before the ad- 
journment taken ſome part in the election for 
Coventry, he ſhould now ſay ſomething upon the 
motion of the noble Lord, which he muſt oppoſe, 
for this reaſon ; becauſe he did not ſee any colour 
of neceſſity or juſtice for paying more regard to 
the petition that had been read that day from Mr. 
Yeo and Lord Sheffield, than had been paid to 
the various other petitions, which had been pre- 
ſented before the holidays. His honourable friend 
[Governor Johnſtone] had argued, and he thought 
very fairly, that the whole argument was reduce- 
able to two points, and thoſe were, firſt, whether 
it was right, on any account, to accelerate the 
trying of an election petition before others were 
tried, which had been previouſſy preſented ; and 
ſecondly, whether the pctition now before them 
was one of that ſort which was entitled to ſuch 
extraordinary acceleration? With regard to Mr. 
Greaville's bill, he ſhould only ſtate what had al- 
ways appeared to him, and had been admitted by 
them who thought of the bill as he did, that the 
good of the bill was, that it took the whole of 
the election cauſes out of the Houſe, and gave 
every petitioner an equal chance of having ſub- 
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ſtantial juſtice adminiſtered to him in the fulleſt 


and moſt impartial manner; and that it put a 
ſtop to the exertion of influence and power in 
one ſet of petitioners in preference to another. If 
by the noble Lord's influence ariſing from his 
diſtinguiſhed character, from his high office, from 
his great abilities, or from his intereſt in the 
borough of Coventry, he could prevail on the 
Houſe to adopt a diſcretionary power, in order to 
obtain a partial exerciſe of it in favour of the 
petitioners, it certainly muſt appear, to the con- 
viction of every man, that part of the effect 
of Mr. Grenville's bill, univerſally allowed to be 
the good part, was broke in upon, and violated; 
and that then matters would be in a train to recur 
ro their old channel, and it would be as much in 
the power of the miniſter to become the elector, 
and to chuſe the members of that Houſe, as it 
ever had been. His honourable friend had gone 
into a very refined mode of argument, to prove 
that the returning officer of any borough might 
ſeat any two gentlemen that he choſe, in that Houſe, 
for one whole year; to the end of the firſt ſeſſion, 
and poſſibly for ſome part of the ſecond ; and how 
had his honourable friend attempted to ſhew that 
this was likely? — Why, by ſtating it as a cafe, 
that a returning officer might do exactly what 
had happened in the preſent inſtance, viz. make 
no return to the writ at firſt, in hopes that when a 
ſecond writ iſſued, his ſucceſſor [for as the offices 
et ſheriffs, &c, were all annual, it rarely happened 
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that the ſame returning officer ſhould prefide at 
both eleftions,] would be weak and wicked 
enough to return his two friends by any means, 
in defiance of right, and in contempt of the Houſe. 
There was ſomething ſo ftrange in the idea of a 


returning officer procuring any perſon to be fo 
returned, and ſomething ſo weak, fooliſh, and ab- 
ſurd in any gentleman's conſenting to come into 
that Houſe under ſuch circumſtances, and take his 
ſeat for one year only, that he could as little con- 
ceive his honourable friend meant to put the caſe 
ſeriouſly, as he could conceive that it ever had 
happened, or ever would happen. With regard 
to his honourable friend's affertion, that a return- 
ing officer had it in his power to make an im- 
proper return, and that perhaps ſome would do 
fo, unleſs the Houſe proceeded to give ſome mark 
of their reſolution to check ſuch attempts, un- 
doubtedly it was the fact. It was an inconveni- 
ence that neceſſarily belonged to the caſe of an 
election; it was inſeparable from it; and the only 
means of putting a ſtop to ſuch an abuſe of truſt, 
was for them immediately to inſtitute an enquiry 
into the conduct of every returning officer who 
either neglected to do his duty, or did it negli- 
gently and improperly. How happened it in the 
caſe of Coventry, that the conduct of the return- 
ing officer, who had failed to make a return to the 
firſt writ, was not immediately enquired into? 
Let gentlemen remember who it was that moved 
for the iſſuing of the ſecond writ, previous to ſuch 
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an enquiry's taking place! Let them recollect 
that he had earneſtly preſſed for an enquiry, and 
had ſtrenuouſly oppoſed the ifſuing of a writ for 
a ſecond election, till the enquiry was gone into 
and finiſhed, in order that it might be known by 
the Houſe, to whom they were to aſcribe the firſt 
failure of a return of members for Coventry ! 

The queſtion before the Houſe was not whe- 
ther Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo, or Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr. Rogers, ſhould be the fitting 
members for Coventry, but whether the Houſe 
ſhould adopt a new mode of proceeding in caſes 
of election, and give a preference to the Coventry 
petition by accelerating the time of it, in prejudice 
to the parties concerned in every other petition ? 
And here the argument preſented itſelf under its 
two heads : was it right to accelerate the trial of 
any petition, and was this one of thoſe petitions 
entitled to ſuch an acceleration? With regard to 
the firſt poſition, poſſibly there might be caſes in 
which it would be warrantable in the Houſe to 
accelerate the trial of one petition before another ; 
but ſurely the Houſe ought to have proof, before 
they went out of the uſual road of proceeding, 
that there was a ſufficient cauſe for ſuch a change 
of the courſe of juſtice, Did the petition that 


had been read, contain a fingle allegation of a 
flagrant nature, uncommon from the general tenor 
of other petitions preſented to the Houſe from 
parties claiming fcats? The petition againſt a 
learned gentleman, who had with great feeling, 
and 
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and with great propriety, complained of the in- 
juſtice of reſolving to ballot for a committee to 
try the Coventry petition, before the Houſe went 
to a ballot to try the petition preſented againſt 
him, ſtated a charge of bribery ; —bribery, in 
order to gain a ſeat, was a very flagrant crime 
The petition preſented againſt an honourable 
friend of his, the member for Stafford, was found- 
ed on a charge of the ſame ſort : the crime in both 
caſes was very flagrant; and in both caſes the 
fitting members would doubtleſs be exceedingly 
pleaſed to have the petition againſt them heard 
and determined upon as ſoon as poſſible. What 
were the ſpecies of allegations generally ſtated in 
election petitions * They were theſe — that the re- 
turning officer had ſuffered bad votes to be ſworn, 
and had rejected good ones: he had been bribed; 
the voters had been bribed ; the return was unjuſt, 
or the perſon who had afted as returning officer 
had no ſuch power: all theſe were in themſelves 
flagrant crimes; but they were the crimes com- 
monly alledged, and could paſs for nothing, till 
the committee had heard evidence upon them. 
The learned gentleman who ſpoke laſt, ſaid the 
Coventry election was an extraordinary Caſe ; but 
he was amazed to hear him ſet out with an at- 
tempt to prove, that the petition of Lord Sheffield 
and Mr. Yeo, which contained no extraordinary 
allegation in itſelf, and reſpecting which, the 
noble Lord who made the motion, had ſtated no 
one fact of an extraordinary nature to juſtify his 
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motion, was more entitled to preference than the 
petitions reſpecting other boroughs. It was too 
evident, he ſaid, to be contradicted, that the pre- 
ſent attempt to accelerate the hearing of Lord 
Sheffield and Mr. Yeo's petition, was made by a 
noble Lord high in office, becauſe the petitioners 
were favourites of the miniſter, and agreed with 
him in political opinions. It was, he declared, 
an effort of power to commit injuſtice ; an effort 
which he truſted that Houſe would have the 
virtue to reſiſt ; and therefore he would fay no 
more upon the ſubje&. 

Lord North ſaid, that no infinuations of his 
having an improper regard to one ſet of men, in 
preference to others, ſhould.prevent him from diſ- 
charging his duty as a member of that Houſe. 
It had been thrown out, that Lord Sheffield and 
Mr. Yeo were more his favourites than Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr. Rogers; and that his preſence in 
the Houſe, when any matter relative to Mr. 
Grenville's bill came on, was uncuſtomary, and 
theiefore liable to ſuſpicion, Gentlemen were 
welcome to make the moſt of ſuch inſinuations; 
but they ſhould not intimidate him from acting 
as he had a right to act, nor from giving his rea- 


ſons why he ſhould vote for the motion offered 
to the Houſe by his noble friend. With regard 
to the petitioners of Coventry, and the fitting 
members, they were unknown to him in the con- 
fideration which then directed his conduct; they 
were all worthy and reſpectable characters, and 
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therefore he felt the leſs compunction in taking 
that line which juſtice and reaſon fo ſtrongly 
marked out as the fit and only line for a conſcien- 
tious member of Parliament to follow. As to 
his being preſent, the Houſe well knew that his 
preſence was neceſſary for other reaſons than the 
ſubject of the motion then before them; and, he 
believed, he had leſs to charge himſelf with on 
the ſcore of failure of punctual diſcharge of his 
duty by attendance, than almoſt any member who 
had ſat for ſo many years in Parliament. 

The honourable gentleman who ſpoke laſt, had 
talked of the good of Mr. Grenville's bill; it was 
well known, that he was one of the very ſmall 
minority who divided againſt that bill; but he 
appealed to the Houſe, whether he bad, from the 
moment that the Houſe decided that the bill 
ſhould paſs, uſed any indirect means to fruſtrate 
its effect, or impede its operation. He had a 
great reſpect for it; he belived it had been pro- 
ductive of much good, and the wiſe and upright 
conduct and determinations of thoſe gentlemen, 
who had from time to time ſat and acted as judges 
under it, was at once an incontrovertible proof of 
its policy, and of its juſtice. That bill had avow- 
edly two great objects; the one, to aſſiſt the pub- 
lic buſineſs of the nation, by taking out of the 
Houſe all election cauſes, and referring them to 
another judicature compoſed of members of Par- 
liament; the other, to prevent delay, as much as 
poſſible, in the deciſicn of election claims. Both 
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theſe were certainly matters ardently to be wiſhed 
for, and cloſely to be purſued. The preſent caſe, 
he conceived, came directly under the ſecond 
point ; for what had been the feelings of gentle- 
men at the time, when his noble friend had 
moved, that a new writ be iſſued for Coventry? 
The facts then aſcertained were, that there was no 
return made for Coventry, the Sheriffs having 
failed to comply with the King's writ. The firſt 
conſideration of that Houſe in all periods of par- 
liamentary hiſtory had been, that the repreſenta- 
tion of the people ſhould be complete. In ſpecial 
conformity to that idea, his noble friend had 
moved the writ for a new election; and why had 
the Houſe agreed to it? becauſe the Houſe were 
convinced that the Sheriffs had aimed at delay, 
and therefore they ordered a new writ to be iſſued. 
Hence the new writ, and not from any motives 
of partiality and affection, which it was neither 
decent nor juſt to alledge in comment upon a pro- 
cceding of that Houſe in its legiſlative capacity. 
It had been argued early in the debate, by a 
learned gentleman, that the act, commonly called 
Mr. Grenville's act, was to be conſtrued by its 
ſpirit, and not merely by its letter. This argu- 
ment was certainly fair; but would the learned 
gentleman contend, that the ſpirit was not to be 
abſtracted from the letter, or that the expreſs letter 
was to be abandoned in ſupport of an idea of 
ſpirit, which the letter of the act neither coun- 
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The letter of Mr. Grenville's act expreſſiy gave 
the Houſe a diſcretionary power of removing, al- 
tering, and poſtponing the day of trying any pe- 
tition, as to their wiſdom ſhould ſeem meet. If 
the ſpirit of it were conſtrued to imply that the 
Houſe had a power of poſtponing the trial of an 
election cauſe, but that the Houſe had no power 
of accelerating ſuch trial, let the caſe be ever fo 
extraordinary, it would ſurely be fair to ſay, that 
Mr. Grenville's act was big with more evil than 
good; that it impeded juſtice ; and that it rather 
enforced than deſtroyed delay, the prevention of 
which was one of its profeſſed objects. The 
ground on which the motion ſtruck him as highly 
fit for the adoption of the Hoyſe, was the obvious 
aim at delay in the Sheriffs, from the beginning to 
the end of the election. In the firſt inſtance, the 
King's writ had not been complied with; and in the 
ſecond, if the allegations of the petition were true, 
they had uſed every art in their power to gain time, 
and make as many votes as poſſible, in order to 
bring in their own friends at any rate. The ho- 
nourable gentleman had ſaid, that the ſheriffs whe 
preſided at the laſt election, and thoſe who made 
no return to the firſt writ, were not the ſame per- 
ſons; the fact was true; but the honourable gen- 
tleman had forgot, that both the ſheriffs who 
made no return, and the ſheriffs who were now 
complained againſt, were equally me nbers of the 
corporation of Coventry, and that the ſtruggle 
evidently lay between the corporation and the in- 
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dependent voters, who ſhould return the mem- 


bers. The honourable gentleman had faid beſides, 
that it was nothing to come into that Houſe 
for one year only; and that it was fooliſh for 
any gentleman to accept of a feat upon ſuch 
terms. Was the honourable gentleman ſerious? 
What! when he and all the public had heard it fo 
often repeated of late, that Parliaments ſhould be 
annual, that it was an Engliſhman's birth-right, 
that no man ſhould fit in Parliament more than a 
year previous to a freſh election, was he to be 
told, that obtaining a ſeat for a year, or perhaps 
for a year and a half, was nothing, or that it was 
fooliſh? The honourable gentleman muft have 
forgot himſelf when he dropped the expreſſion. 
A learned gentleman had complained in perſon of 
the injuſtice which, he alledged, would be done 
him, by giving the Coventry petition a preference, 
in point of order, over that of the petition againſt 
him; and another honourable gentleman, not in 
perſon indeed, but by his friend, had preferred a 
ſimilar complaint: but would any man ſay, that 
there was no difference between the caſes of Hin- 
don and Stafford, and the caſe of Coventry? In 
the two former, the charge was a charge of 
bribery ; a flagrant crime it was true; but what 
was an allegation in an election petition without 
proof ? Would the gentlemen ſuffer in their 
moral characters on ſuch an account? Was there 
a man who heard him, who thought they would? 
The gentleman might feel tender upon the ſub- 
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muſt know, that ſuch charges were of no manner 
of conſequence, when no otherwiſe alledged than 
in an election petition. With regard to fitting 
members and the petitioners, they were 
out of the queſtion. They had as little to do 
with the matter as Mr. Grenville's bill, under the 
conſideration of ſuffering by the deciſion of the 
Houſe. Mr. Grenville's bill, he truſted, would 
have its intended effect furthered in a material 


Coventry petition, and Sir Thomas Halifax and 


miniſter ſubſtantial and ſpeedy juſtice in a cafe 


artfully attempted to be unreaſonably procrafti- 
nated, to the Cetriment of the firſt great object of 
Parliament, the completion of the repreſentation 
of the people. The ſole conſideration, therefore, 
upon which the queſtion turned, was, whether 
there was ſufficient cauſe for acceleration, and 
whether the trial of the Coventry petition could be 
accelerated without injury to other petitions ? On 
both theſe points it appeared to him meet and 
expedient to agree to the motion. 
Mr. Byng faid, the principal aim of Mr. 
Grenville's act was, that equal juſtice mighe be 
adminiſtered to all petitioners in caſes of eleftion. 
The preſent motion flew in the face of this ob- 
ject; and by a preference to one petition, did an 
I injury 


FT © 
injury to ten others, which muſt neceſſarily be de- 


layed on that account. He ſaid farther, that even 
if four committees could fit at once, there were 
but three committee rooms, and one was a very 
inconvenient apartment for the purpoſe; that the 
Houſe well knew if the committee on the Coven- 
try petition, was balloted for on the 15th of 
February, the ballot for the committee to try the 
next to it muſt be poſtponed, and fo on with the 


ſubſequent ones; he therefore ſhould vote for the 
amendment. 


The Houſe divided on the amendment ; for it 
$5, againſt it 109 “%. 

On the ziſt day of January 1781, the order 
of the day for bringing the late ſheriffs of Co- 
ventry to the bar was read. A great unwilling- 
neſs appeared in ſeveral gentlemen to purſue 
the buſineſs ; they were agreed upon any plan or 
method of proceeding, and for ſome time they 
were debating upon mere forms. 
The ſheriffs were brought to the bar, and the 
return, or rather no return, made to the writ for 
Coventry, was acknowledged by them to be theirs : 
they begged to be heard by their counſel, and 
withdrew. Mr. Byng moved that their prayer 
might be granted. 

It was argued on one hand, that ſome charge 
ought to be made againſt them, before they ſhould 
be put upon their defence; and that if no one 
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ſtood forward with a charge, the ſheriffs ought to 
be diſcnarged, according to the maxim of law and 
Juſtice, that every man muſt be ſuppoſed innocent 
againſt whom no guilt has been proved. 

On the other hand it was contended, that this 
maxim would not apply in the preſent caſe; for as 
obedience was due to the king's writ, and as the 
ſheriff was armed with the greateſt extent of 
power to enable him to execute it,; as he could 
call vpon and compel every man, from the age of 
ſixteen to fixty to affiſt him, the non-compliance 
with the writ was prima facie criminal, and con- 
ſequently the preſumption was againſt the ſheriffs. 
Many obſervations were made on this mode of 
proceeding ; and as it was adopted by the Houſe, 
Mr. Burke thought it was precedented only in 
Virgil's hell, where the judge Rhadamanthus, 
Cafligatque, auditque dolos, ſubigitque fateri, begin- 
ning with puniſhment, then proceeding to hear 
the merits of the cauſe, and laſtly, having recourſe 
to the rack to extort confeſſion. 

Mr. Byng's motion was agreed to. 

The ſheriffs and their counſel were all called in; 
as alſo the counſel for Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo 
againſt the late ſherifts ; and after ſome ſhort time 
ſpent in arguing, the farther conſideration of the 
buſineſs was, on the motion of Mr, Adam, ad- 


journed to the 7th of February. 


On the ſeventh and eighth days of February, the 
counſel for Mr. Yeo and Lord Sheffield were heard, 
and they proceeded to examine the witneſſes touch- 

12 ing 
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ing the conduct of the late theriffs Noxon and But- 
ler.—One of them propo'cd to examine a witneſs 
in relation to certain declarations ſuppoſed to have 
been made by Lord Sheffield to the perſons afſem- 
bled round the booth appointed for taking the poll 
at the ſaid eleftion.—The counſel on the other ſide 
objected to it, and after argument the houſe 
reſolved. 

That the counſel for Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo be 
reſtrained from examining, touching the conduct of 
Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo at the laſt ouIRAL elec- 
tion for the city of Coventry; unleſs the ſaid exami- 
nation ſhall bave reference to @ particular iranſaFion 
brought out on a previous croſs examination by the 
counſel for the ſheriffs *. | 

The following perſons. were examined at the bar 
of the Houſe. 

William Grove, Eſq; lives in the neighbour- 
hood of Coventry—went to the booth, on the firſt 
day of the election , with Lord Sheffield and Mr. 
Yeo, up a very inconvenient ladder placed at the 
north end.— The ſheriffs were come, and procla- 
mation was made about half paſt nine o'clock ; 
but they did not begin to take the poll for ſome 
time, although repeatedly called upon by Lord 
Sheffield and Mr. Yeo ſo to do.—Witneſs aſked 
ſheriff Noxon, why be did not begin, and was an- 
ſwered by him * Our candidates are not come. 
Witneſs told him it was a very improper anſwer ; 


# Journ. vol. 38, page 197. 
+ All the witneſſes refer to the general, or firſ election. 
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that it indicated manifeſt partiality ; that he ought 
not to have any thing to do with particular candi- 
dates, and that there were two preſent.— In half 
an hour afterwards their candidates came into the 
booth ; not up the ladder, but through'the may- 
or's parlour * which adjoins the Peacock inn belong- 
ing to the corporation, —As ſoon as they came into 
the booth, the poll began, and laſted about half 
an hour without interruption—it then ceaſed for 
ſome time; the Sheriffs refuſing to take the votes 
of thoſe wha were next to, and ſurrounded the 
booth—their excuſe was, that the friends of Sir 
Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers could not come 
up to poll they then proceeded round the booth, 
and when they ſaw any perſon ready to vote for 
Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers, they handed 
the book over the heads of thoſe who were cloſe 
to the booth, and polled him. The people 
were riotous at the end of the booth, owing to 
the attempts of the friends of Sir Thomas Hali- 
fax and Mr. Rogers, to drive away the voters in 
the other intereſt; but they were perfectly quiet in 
the front of the booth, and might have been polled 
—the Sheriffs, although repeatedly called upon, 
and although there was no riot or interruption, 
refuſed to take their votes—witneſs was at Co- 
ventry three days, and obſerved a ceſſation of the 
poll when there was no noiſe or diſturbance, and 
when the place was as quiet as this Houſe, The 
pump end of the booth was the moſt advanta- 
geous to the voters of Halifax and Rogers; it 


* A room where the buſineſs of the corporation 1s tranſacted. 
was 
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was at the end of a lane that led to the Peacock 
Inn, through which there was a paſſage to the 
Mayor's Parlour, which communicated with the 
booth. 
Croſs examined. —lIs no voter, but a friend of 
Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo—did not ſubſcribe to 
defray the expences of the eleftion—ſaw no mob, 
or any number of colliers on the firſt day of the 
eletion—never heard from Lord Sheffield or Mr. 
Yeo that there were colliers in the town; but 
heard other perſons ſay there were colliers—ſaw a 
perſon with his clothes ſtripped off, driven down 
the market place at a conſiderable diſtance from 
the booth; he was laughing as he went along— 
cannot ſay whether he was a voter or not—heard 
complaints made to Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo, 
that perſons profeſſedly in their intereſt, ſtripped 
thoſe who were on the other ſide. The pretence 
for adjourning the poll on the firft day, was the 
aſſaults that were offered to the voters of Sir 
Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers, and the diffi- 
culty they had in coming up to the booth—never 
knew a more peaceable eleftion—if what paſſed 
then is called a riot, witneſs never ſaw an election 
without a riot—frequently attended the committee 
of Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo, but did not ſee, 
and does not know of any money given to any 
perſons to create a riot—does not kaow of any 
freemen being employed for the purpoſe of at- 
tending the poll—does not recollect that Lord 
Sheffield and Mr. Yeo were charged with 
kiring a mob at the election; but they might 

have 
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have been, and witneſs not recollect it—has ſome 
idea that there was a perſon brought into the booth 
who had been ftripped naked to the waiſt; and 
has ſeen the ſame at every election in Coventry— 
believes that he ſaw two perſons ſo ſtripped in the 
Market-place, oppoſite to the front of the booth; 
but at a conſiderable diſtance from it—there was 
nothing to prevent the poll, for the freemen were 
up at the booth and waiting to give their votes— 
ben the Sheriffs ſaid they adjourned the poll on 
account of the ill uſage which the voters received, 
witneſs ſaw no ill uſage or diſturbance, except that 
of the man firſt mentioned ; and he did not ſeem 
to have been hurt, for he laughed as he went 
along: nor was there any noiſe or confuſion to 
prevent them from going on with the poll “. 

William Wilberforce Bird, Eſq. confirmed the 
laſt witneſs, in every particular. The Sheriffs re- 
fuſed to poll the voters who were in the front of 
the booth, and declared they would take the votes 
only at the ends; but they afterwards polled a 


® The matter above referred to is noticed in the Sheriffs” 
petition, and it is there faid that it is called at Coventry, hbuftling. 
It is evident that it was a matter of merriment and diverſion. 
The buſineſs of fripping was not much more ſerious, however 
it may appear upon paper—all thoſe who were the ſubjects of 
it (except the man brought into the booth, and who had been 
fighting) ſeemed to enjoy it as much as thoſe who were em- 
ployed in performing it—thoſe only were ſtripped who were 
active on both fides in the croud; and they were generally 

clothed in an old dreſs that was ſcarcely worth carrying. 
I few 
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few in the centre—all the perſons in the front of 
the booth, to the beſt of his knowledge, were 
freemen—remembers a large body of people 
coming up the women's market, by the Peacock 
Inn, to the pump end of the booth, and attempted 
to drive away the freemen in the intereſt of Lord 
Sheffield and Mr. Yeo—the perſons whom they 
attacked were ſtanding there peaceably, and wait- 
ing to give their voices—believes the Sheriffs ſaid 
they had no right to vote there, as they had 
alloted that end of the booth for the freemen in 
the intereſt of Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. 
Rogers, and the oppoſite end for the voters in the 
other intereſt, The front was the moſt convenient 
part of the booth to take the poll, but the Sheriffs 
refuſed to do it there, and gave no reaſon for their 
refuſal. The pump end was fo conſtructed and 
firuated that it admitted of perſons being polled 
without their deing properly ſeen, and when they 
had given their votes, they might have gone into 
the Peacock Inn, which was contiguous, undif- 
covered ; by this means ſeveral perſons, in the 
hurry of the election, might have polled without 
it being known whether they were freemen or 
not. There was no conveniency of the like kind 
at the other end of the booth. 


„The Sheriffs were frequently charged by the freemen 
that they appointed that end for the voters of their favourite 


candidates with a view of polling men undiſcovered, who per- 
ſonated deceaſed freemen and others reſiding abroad. 
The 
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The Sheriffs talked of a riot on the firft day, 
when there was none, ard gave it as a reafon for 
their ſtopping the poll; but Lord Sheffield and 
Mr. Yeo denied that there was any riot, and pro- 
teſted repeatedly and vehemently againſt their de- 
laying or adjourning the poll.—Witneſs rather 
thinks there was no diſturbance at the time of the 
adjournment—was at the booth every day, and 
ſaw nothing to prevent the election going on.— 
Many of the freemen applied perſonally to the 
Sheriffs to be polled, and gave in liſts of their 
names at different times; but the Sheriffs refuſed 
to comply with their requeſt, becauſe they would 
not comply with the regulation they had made of 
taking the votes at the two ends of the booth 
only.—The freemen demanded to poll where they 
ſtood, which was cloſe to, and round the booth; 
and frequently inſiſted, that the aſſignment of the 
ends reſpectively, which the Sheriffs had made, 
was partial and unfair.— Lord Sheffield and Mr. 
Yeo, and their friends, were obliged to g9 into 
the booth, by aſcending a very inconvenient lad- 
der, and paſſing through a ſmall entrance like a 
trap door ; and the deſcent from thence into the 
booth was alſo very inconvenient.—But the other 
candidates, and their friends, felt no ſuch incon- 
venience; for they were permitted to go in by 
the way which leads through the Mayor's par- 
lour. — Whenever the Sheriffs retired into the 
Mayor's parlour, during the intermiſſion or ad- 
Journment of the poll, and whenever they return- 
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ed into the booth, they were always accompanied 
by Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers.—Lord 
Sheffield and Mr. Yeo never went through the 
Mayor's parlour, unleſs it was once—fſaw ſome 
individuals amuſing theniſelves, by ſtripping off 
perſon's clothes; but it was not done by any 
number or body of people ; and not in fight of 
the booth; and it did not in the leaſt prevent the 
taking the poll—ſaw ao danger to the Sheriffs, 
and apprehended none to himſelf — believes that 
| the man whom he had ſeen ſtripped, had been at 
the head of a mob that paraded the ſtreets, and 
ſaid, they were the friends of Sir Thomas Halifax 
and Mr. Rogers—after he had been ſtripped, he 
was lead about, in view of the booth, by the 
friends of Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers, 
and exhibited as an inſtance of the cruelty of the 
other party — but he was very jocoſe at the time; 
he ſeemed to be a militia man, and continued at 
Coventry during the election. The conteſt about 
the two ends of the booth was not given up 
during the whole of the election; there was ſome 
talk about that matter every day.— On the laſt 
day of the poll, it was propoſed to poll voter and 
voter, alternately, in the two intereſts; and a 
treaty for that purpoſe was on foot. — But while 
the friends of each party were negoriating to that 
effect, a large body of men ruſhed out of the 
Mayor's parlour into the booth, with ſhort blud- 
A iron-bound at the ends, which they called 
conſtables 
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conſtables* ſtaves they came out headed by 
ſome of the Aldermen—there was no diſturbance 
at the time—they firſt went to the front of the 
booth, and ſoon filled it - they made great confu- 
ſion, telling the witneſs that he muſt not ſtay in 
the booth; ſo he retired with Lord Sheffield and 
Mr. Yeo.—The poll was not cloſed till after his 
return — when he returned, they had retired into 
the Mayor's parlour, and every thing appeared 
quiet. — The Under-Sheriff, ſoon afterwards, came 
into the paſſage, near the door of the Mayor's 
parlour, and declared aloud, that the poll was 
finally cloſed. He proclaimed, © I, Thomas 
« Creighton, as Under-Sheriff, declare that the 
6 poll is finally cloſed.” 

Croſs examined. There were ſeveral proclama- 
tions made by the Sheriffs in the courſe of the 
election, that the ſouth or pump end of the booth 
was aſſigned, and ſhould be given up to the voters 
of Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers—ſome- 
times the Sheriffs took the poll indiſcriminately at 
the ends and front of the booth; at other times 
they ſtretched the book over the heads of others 
who were next the booth, and gave it to particular 
perſons in the intereſt of Sir Thomas Halifax and 
Mr. Rogers, and adminiſtered the oath to them 
in preference to the voters of Lord Shefficld and 
Mr. Yeo.—The freemen next the booth frequently 


® Theſe were different from thoſe before mentioned they 
were about three fect long, without any knob at the end ;. and 
were evidently formed for ſome offentive operation. 
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demanded to be polled, and declared they would 
go away as ſoon as their votes were taken: They 
only wanted to vote, and if they had been per- 
mitted ſo to do, no diſturbance would have hap- 
pened.—In order to convince the Sheriffs, it they 
had any (doubt of it, that the perſons who itood 
cloſe to the booth were freemen, ſeveral perſons 
took down their names, and handed lifts of them 
to the Sheriffs, demanding at the ſame time that 
their votes ſhould be taken—does not know that 
any colliers came to the town from the adjacent 
country to compoſe a mob for Lord Sheffield and 
Mr. Yeo ; but faw ſeveral of that deſcription at- 
tend Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers on their 
canvaſs —Wiitnels heard of perſons in the intereſt of 
Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo, who amuſed them- 
ſelves in ſtripping voters in the other intereſt, and 
individuals on both ſides were ſerved ſo—never 
heard Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo charged with 
hiring people to ſtrip others. | 
Examined by the Houſe. —Queſtion, did any of 
the facts alledged by the Sheriffs as a reaſon for 
their clofing the poll, happen in their preſence, or 
in their Gght? Anſwer, ** I did not ſee them, and 
I was in the booth the whole of the day—1 faw 
no riot on the laſt or any other day to interrupt 
the poll—I do not recollect to have ſeen any 
aſſault made upon any of the voters coming up to 
poll on the laſt day. 
Michael Chambers—Woas agent to Lord Shef- 
field and Mr. Yeo, and made applications in 
| writing 
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writing to ſettle the arrangements of the booth— 
the Sheriffs ſent a verbal meſſage that the booth 
was built in the uſual manner—repeated applica- 
tions were made to the Sheriffs to take the poll in 
the front of the booth, but they inſiſted on polling 
the voters at the two ends only, and alloted that 
called the pump end to the voters of Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr. Rogers that end, it was gene- 
rally ſu;poſed was alloted for Sir Thomas Hali- 
fax and Mr, Rogers, as it was near the Peacock, 
which adjoins the Mayor's Parlour, and afforded 
a conveniency of polling fictitious votes. 
cz This witneſs confirmed the evidence given by Mr. 
Grove and Mr. Bird in every particular, and proceeded 
to give a regular account of every material event that 
happened during the election —amongſt other things 
which ſeemed to make an imprefion upon the Houle, he 
ſaid, th at 
At the beginning of the election ſome converſa- 
tion took place as to the mode of polling ; Lord 
Sheffield and Mr. Yeo deſired it might be in the 
accuſtomed manner; Sir Thomas Halifax and 
Mr. Rogers defired it might be at the two ends of 
the booth only; the freemen requeſted they might 
be polled as they then ſtood round the booth, both 
at the ends and in the front—the poll began at a 
quarter paſt eleven o'clock, and cloſed a little be- 
fore one; when nineteen had polled for Yeo and 
Holroyd, and four for Halifax and Rogers. An 
unſucceſsful attack was made by the perſons who 
had been canvaſſing with Sir Thomas Halifax and 
Mr. 
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Mr. Rogers, on the freemen in the other intereſt 
| who ſtood at the pump end of the booth: this 
created ſome confuſion for a little time, but it 
ſoon ſubſided ; the poll was however adjourned 
when every thing was perfectly quiet—ſeveral 
freemen deſired to be polled, particularly one 
Bond, a tanner, who was infirm, and was brought 
up to the booth with great difficulty ; but the 
Sheriffs only took down his name, and adjourned 
the poll without taking his vote. The cauſe of 
their adjourning the poll, they ſaid, was the riot. 
The corporation people called out © a riot, a 
riot?” and defired the Sheriffs to deſiſt from going 
on with the poll, notwithſtanding every thing was 
quiet about the booth. 

The poll was adjourned till nine o'clock on 
Monday. On that day the Under Sheriff began 
with reading a proclamation, commanding the 
voters to go to the ends of the beoth ; thoſe for 
Halifax and Rogers to the pump end, and thoſe 
for the other candidates, to the oppoſite or north 
end—the voters ſaid they had a right to poll in 
front as well as at the ends—the Sheriffs ſaid they 
would take the votes only as they had directed, 
and the conſequence was, that there was no poll for 
ſome time; however, at half paſt twelve o'clock 
they began, and at three o'clock adjourned to 
nine the next day, notwithſtanding Lord Sheffield 
and Mr. Yeo proteſted againſt it. There was 
nothing during the whole of the day to prevent 
their going on with the election; and the only 
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reaſon they gave for their conduct was, that the 
pump end was not given up to Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr. Rogers“ voters. At the cloſe 
of the ſecond day's poll, the numbers ſtood, 34 
for Yeo and Holroyd — and 21 for Halifax and 
Rogers. At the time of the adjournment there 
were a great many round the booth ready to vote, 
but the Sheriffs gave notice that they ſhould 
cloſe the poll each day at three o'clock. There 
was a man, in the intereſt of Sir Thomas Halifax 
and Mr. Rogers, who came out of the Mayor's 
parlour into the booth, with a bottle of ſpirituous 
liquor, which he handed round to the voters in 
the ſame intereſt :—Coloncl Holroyd attempted to 
ſeize the bottle, and the man retired into the par- 
lour; upon which Colonel Holroyd deſited that 
the door might be ſtopped up, as was the caſe 
in Sir Richard Glyn's election; but Sheriff Noxon 
ſaid that he would give no directions for 
purpole. 
On Tueſday the Sheriffs were repeatedly called 
upon to begin the poll—at half paſt 11 o'clock 
they ſaid they would proceed, provided there 
were no riots, and if the voters would go to the 
ends of the booth which were alloted to them re- 
ſpectively.— The perſons which were then at the 
booth were, to witneſs's knowledge, freemen, and 
every thing was quiet.— The counſel for the cor- 
poration ſaid the poll ſhould not begin unleſs the 
pump end was given up; upon which witneſs _ 
im 
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him counſellor Gueſt's opinion , which was, that 
the ſheriffs had no right to allot the dient ends 
of the booth for the voters in the different intg- 
reſts, but that it was their duty to proceed with 
the poll in the accuſtomed way It was handed to 
ſheriff Noxon alſo, who paid no regard to it.— 
The Sheriffs talked of diturbances, which witneſs 
did not fee, and which, had they exiſted, he muſt 
have ſeen :—They alſo ſaid that the voters for Sir 
Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers were prevented 
from coming up to the place of polling : —They 
were prevented certainly by thoſe who had occu- 
pied the place before them, and who had not 
voted ; but they were in no other way prevented 
from coming up.—The poll was adjourned on 
Tueſday at half paſt twelve o'clock. 


On Wedneſday proclamations were made to the 
ſame effect with thoſe on Tueſday ;—but although 
they ſtated that there were riots, witneſs ſaw no- 
thing of the kind. —They were repeatedly called 
upon, without effect, to proceed with the poll; 
and at half paſt ten o'clock, they adjourned to 
the following day. Even the voters in the intereſt 
of Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers ſaid they 
were aſhamed of the Sheriffs“ conduct. Witneſs 
took down the names of the voters who waited at 
the booth to poll, and carried the lift to the She- 
riffs, requiring them to take their votes as they 


A gentleman who lives in Warwickſhire, and is of conſi- 
waited 
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waited there for that purpoſe, —The Sheriffs gave 
different anſwers at different times to thoſe requi- 
fitions z and Sheriff Noxon one day ordered wit- 
neſs to deſiſt from taking the names, and in caſe 
he did not comply, he would fend for a conſtable 
to take him into cuſtody. 


On Thurſday there was a propofal to poll by 
tallies of five, within the booth ; but the freemen 


ſaid they never had polled by tallies, and inſiſted 
upon giving their votes as they then ſtood, both 
in the front and at the ends of the booth — 
There were two attempts made by Sir Thomas Ha- 
lifax and Mr. Rogers, aided by the corporation and 
conſtables, to drive the freemen from the pump end 
of the booth ; but they proved unſucceſsful ; and 
Mr. Rogers complained that he had been repulſed 
and driven back to the booth. The freemen cer- 
tainly refuſed to give way to them, and kept their 
ground which they had occupied ſome time.—At 
the time, and before thoſe attacks were made, every 
thing was quiet and peaceable :—The whole of 
this day was conſumed without doĩng any bufineſs ; 
and at a quarter paſt three o'clock the Sheriffs ad- 
journed. 


On Friday the court was opened at nine o'clock, 
and proclamations were again made by the Sheriffs, 
or Under Sheriff, commanding the voters in the 
different intereſts to repair to the different ends 
of the booth reſpectively alloted them, and the 
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propofal to poll by tallies was again renewed ;— 
but the freemen perſiſted in their determination 
of voting in the uſual way, as they happened 
to come up to the booth :—They frequently re- 
queſted the Sheriffs to poll them as they then ſtood, 
declaring they would depart immediately, to make 
room for others to come up to poll ;—but the 
Sheriffs ſtill perſiſted in their refuſal ; and no poll 
was taken on that day, notwithſtanding nothing 
happened to obſtruct it. 


On Saturday the like proclamations were again 
renewed :—There were but few freemen there at 
the time; not more than ſeventy or eighty ;— 
Alderman Collet, aſſiſted by the conſtables, made 
another attack upon the freemen that day, and 
attempted in vain to drive them from the pump 
end of the booth. —The court was again adjourn- 
ed without any buſineſs having been done. 


On Monday fimilar proclamations were made, 
without having any effet.—Mr. Rogers then ex- 
preſſed his wiſhes that matters might be accom- 
modated, in order that the poll might go on. 
A treaty was accordingly ſet on foot. The gentle- 
men in the different intereſts went together inco 
the little room behind the booth, and adjoining to 
the Mayor's parlour—whilſt they were negotiating 
the buſineſs, there were two attacks made upon 
the freemen at one time, and at both ends of the 
booth, by two large bodies of men who had been 
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parading the ſtreets ;—but they attempted in vain 
to diſlodge the voters :—They then moved off, 
and 1n a little time appeared again in the market 
place menacing another attack. —At that inſtant a 
number of men whom they called conflables, pre- 
ceded by Aldermen Smith, Vale, and Collet, with 
black ſtaves inſtheir hands, ruſhed from the Mayor's 
parlour into the booth, and attacked the freemen, 
who were on the outſide leaning upon the bar of 
the booth, —upon which the freemen jumped into 
the booth, anda battle enſued. The conſtables were 
worſted and driven back into the Mayor's parlour, 
and having ſhut the door, ſome of the pannels were 
broke—there were about fixty of thofe conſtables 
who ſaid they came into the booth to defire the free- 
men to go away from the pump end:—The tu- 
mult ſoon ſubſided, and the freemen retired out of 
the booth—ſoon after, when every thing was per- 
fectly quiet, the Under Sheriff came into the paſ- 
ſage leading into the booth from the Mayor's par- 
lour, and declared aloud that the poll was finally 


cloſed *. 


The execution of this ſcheme was not equal to the plan, or 
rhe corporation muſt have carried the pump end of the booth. — - 
From the arrangement of their forces, it appears that their de- 
fign was to attack the freemen in front by the conſtables on the 
infide of the booth, whilſt one of the other two bodies engaged 
them in the rear on the outfide.—This muſt have expoſed the 
flank, and the pump end would have been left open to be occu- 
pied by the remaining body —all this ſtruggle by the corpo- 
ration for the pump end, was in order to procure a temporary 
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Croſs examined. —Is an Attorney, and was con- 
cerned for ſeveral perſons who had been indicted 
for committing aſſaults at the elections - many of 
them pleaded guilty ; but they did fo in order to 
ſave fees —it would have coſt them more money 
had they been acquitted by the verdict of a jury, 
than it did in pleading guilty in the firſt inftance— 
never heard that the' pump end had, at any elec- 
tion, been given up excluſively to the voters in 
the corporation intereſt—ſaw ſome colliers in the 
town, but not with a flag or blue and white 
cockades *—ſaw two voters of Lord Sheffield and 
Mr. Yeo ſtripped, and three or four of the other 
fide, It was certainly ſtated, in the preſence of 


majority for their candidates. The freemen in the other inte- 
reſt frequently charged them with a defign to cloſe the poll, 
under any frivolous pretence, as ſoon as they ſhould obtain the 
ſmalleſt majority, and to return their candidates—and that 
they knew that a confiderable jnterval muſt take place before 
the bufineſs could be determined by a committee of the Houſe 
of Commons, which would afford them an opportunity of ad- 
mitting to the freedom of the city all thoſe who were in their 
intereſt ; by which they had a proſpect of obtaining a majo- 
rity at the ſecond election, as the committee muſt determine 
the firſt to be void. 

Much has been faid about numerous mobs of colliers 
having been employed at the elections at Coventry, but the 
fact is not ſo I am very well acquainted with Coventry and 
its neighbourhood, and it may be relied upon that there was 
no body of colliers in the town during the whole time—there 
were a few who mixed with the croud on both fides—I have 
no reaſon to believe that they received any countenance from 
Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers—I row they did not 
from, Lord Shelficld or Mr. Yeo. 


the 
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the petitioners, that the voters in the other intereſk 
were ſtopped from coming up to poll, and treated 
with indecency and outrage ; but they poſitively 
denied that to be fact, any otherwiſe than that the 
voters in their intereſt would not quit their ſitua- 
tion till they had polled. Lord Sheffield aſked 
thoſe who were up at the booth, and who fur- 
rounded it, whether they were freemen ? and upon 
their anſwering in the affirmative, he told them to 
keep their places, and as they were voters, no 
power on earth had a right to remove them till 
they had polled he repeated that they had a 
right to keep the places they then occupied till 
they had polled. Witneſs was in the booth during 
the whole time of the election, and faw no other 
hinderance given to the corporation voters than 
what aroſe from the voters in the other intereſt 
refuſing to give their places to them before they 
had polled. The friends of Lord Sheffield and 
Mr. Yeo chiefly got poſſeſſion of the places next 
the booth, becauſe they attended earlier than the 
others; but there were ſome of the other intereſt 
mixed with them—did not know that there was 
a written propoſal ſent to Lord Sheffield or Mr. 
Yeo to poll by tallies*. 


* A paper was produced, which contained a propoſal to poll 
by tallies, together with Lord Sheffield's anfwer to it, ſaying 
that it was out of his power to direct how the freemen ſhould 
poll, and that they ſeemed determined to poll in the uſual wan 
and not by tallies. 
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Re-examined.—lt would have coſt each man in- 
dicted for the aſſaults, about 11. 15s. had they 
traverſed, and only 16s. by pleading guilty. 

Charles Lilly—confirmed the other witneſſes, 
and ſaid there was a noiſe and diſturbance on the 
firſt day of the election, occafioned by the friends 
of Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers attempt- 
ing to drive the freemen in the other intereſt from 
the pump end of the booth—that he ſaw two in 
each intereſt ſtripped ; that every thing was ſuffi- 
ciently quiet, and that the Sheriffs uſed thoſe cir- 
cumftances as a pretence for delaying and adjourn- 
mg the poll—ſaw the conſtables when they firſt 
came up the Lane out of the Mayor's parlour ; 
they were led on by two or three Aldermen, who 
ranged in order at the pump end of the booth, 
and attempted to drive the freemen away—the 
voters aſked them what buſineſs they had there, 
dut the Aldermen did not chuſe to make them 
any other anſwer than that tbat was the end alloted 
by the Sheriffs for the voters of Sir Thomas Hali- 
fax and Mr. Rogers: —ſome of the conſtables 
brandiſhed their ſtaves about, upon which blows 
paſſed between them and the freemen ; but there 
was no noiſe or diſturbance till the Aldermen and 
conſtables came to create it. The voters fre- 
quently called out © poll us, and we will go away 
immediately ;” Sheriff Noxon anſwered, that he 


would not till the pump ead was cleared. Wit- 
neſs addrefled himſelf to Noxon one day, and de- 
fired he would take the votes of the freemen who 

had 
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had been waiting at the booth ſome time; 
Noxon faid he would go on with the poll when 
he pleaſed ; and that he would not do it till the 
freemen, who were then at the pump end of the 
booth, would go away, and make room for the 
voters of Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers— 
there were at that time ſome of the voters in the 
intereſt of Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers, 
mixed with thoſe of Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo 
at the pump end - every thing was perfectly quiet 
at the time the Under Sheriff declared the poll to 
be finally cloſed; for the conſtables had been 
driven into the Mayor's parlour, and the freemen 
had quitted the booth, waiting on the outſide, 
four or five deep, in expectation of giving their 
votes. Noxon ſeldom gave any reaſon for not 
proceeding with the poll; when he was about to 
ſpeak, the Under Sheriff prevented him from 
making any anſwer. One day, boards and rails 
were put up to form avenues to lead to the booth, - 
with inſcriptions on thoſe near the pump end 
« Halifax and Rogers poll here; and on the 
other, Yeo and Holroyd poll bere;”—but the 
freemen ſoon pulled them up. 

Croſs examined. Means to fay, that the voters of 
Halifax and Rogers met with no other interruption 
than what aroſe from the other voters refuſing to 
give way to them till they had polled. — The 
voters of Yeo and Holroyd had not got entire 
poſſeſſion of the place of polling ; there were 

ſome 
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ſome of the other ſide mixed with them— does not 
know why the propoſal for polling by tallies was 
not agreed to; and had it been agreed upon, does 
not think that it would have been productive of 
peace and quietneſs. | 

Re. examined. Remembers the election of Yeo 
and Waring ; they then polled round the booth 
indiſcriminately as they came up, and not at the 
two ends only. 

Bryan Troughton, Eſq. was at the booth moſt 
of the days, except the firſt - remembers no riot 
to interrupt the poll. There were no voters 
polled after Tueſday, and the reaſon given by the 
Sheriffs was, that the pump end was not given 
up to the voters of Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. 
Rogers—Has been at conteſted elections at Coven- 
try before ; the mode'purſued at Sir Richard Glyn's 
election and others, was that of polling round 
the booth, as the men ſtood or came up never 
heard that they polled by tallies at Coventry—that 
method was propoſed by the corporation at Glyn's 
election, but it was rejected, as the freemen were 
always averſe to it - attended the negotiation, on 
the laſt day, to poll by tallies.— The propoſal was 
to poll man for man, which was agreed to by the 
friends of Holroyd and Yeo, provided the poll 
were taken in the front of the booth. —Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr. Rogers objected to that, and fo 
did Alderman Smith, Mr. Remington, and all 
their friends; and inſiſted, that their voters ſhould 
poll at the pump end.—When the bufineſs had 

| been 
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been agitated ſome time, witneſs went into the 
booth to ſee if he could prevail upon them to 
give up 2 part of the front to take the poll at ; 
but he ſoon found the booth filled with men who 
came out of the Mayor's parlour with black ſtaves 
in their hands :—They entered into an altercation 
with the freemen, and irritated one of them ſo 
much that he jumped into the booth ; he was 
immediately ſeized, knocked down, and dragged 
by his hair into the Mayor's parlour. —This pro- 
voked others to jump in, and a ſcuffle enſued, 
which ended by the men, whom they called con- 
ſtables, being driven back into the parlour, The 
tumult ſoon ſubfided, and the Under Sheriff, in 
about half an hour afterwards, came to the door, 
and faid that the poll was finally cloſed, The en- 
trance into the booth for Lord Sheffield and Mr. 
Yeo, and their friends, was very incommodious, 
they were obliged to aſcend a very weak ladder. — 
Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers, and their 
friends, came through the Mayor's parlour. 

Croſs examined. Is a banker at Coventry ; has 
paid money for Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo, but 
never paid any, nor does he know of any having 
been paid to Colliers, or any ſuch deſcription of 
men.—Does not know that there were any at Co. 
ventry during the election, but there might have 
been a few, as there are ſeveral collieries in the 
neighbourhood—heard complaints made that the 
friends of Halifax and Rogers could not come up 
to poll; but the reaſon of it was, that the voters 
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of the other party had occupied the place of poll- 
ing ſix or ſeven deep, and they refuſed to go away 
till they had polled, declaring at the ſame time 
that they would go away to their families imme. 
diately upon their being poiled—this was the caſe 
every day of the election. The freemen came to 
the booth very early every morning, at four or five 
o'clock ; ſome of them might have been there all 
night, for I ſaw ſome ftraw there frequently. 

c The Houſe then adjourned to the following 


day, 8th of February, 1781. 


James Villars—confirmed the other witneſſes, 
and added, that on the Tueſday there was a great 
number of freemen ſtanding peaceably round the 
booth, and defiring to be polled—witneſs aſked 
Sheriff Noxon why he did not take their votes? 
he anſwered, Sir Thomas Halifax wants me 
to poll his friends;” upon which Creighton, the 
Under Sheriff, called him a damned fool, and 
ordered him to anſwer no more queſtions :;— 
witneſs repeatedly demanded to poll; but was 
refuſed, and could get only equivocal anſwers 
from the Sheriffs. Mr. Smith, one of the corpo- 
ration agents, aſſiſted the Sheriffs in taking the 
poll ; and whilſt he was proceeding, the Sheriff 
ordered him. to deſiſt, becauſe of riots—Smith 
ſaid that he could go on very well, and ſaw no 
reaſon to ſtop; but the Sheriff would not ſuffer 
him to go on; and fo the poll cloſed for that day 


did not know of any thing that could juſtify 
the 
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the Sheriffs in not proceeding has ſeen ſeveral 
conteſted elections at Coventry, and the method 
of polling was to take the votes promiſcuouſly as 
they came up to the booth. 

Croſs examined. Lives oppoſite the booth, and 
believes ſome of the freemen were there all night— 
is ſure the place of polling was not altogether 
occupied by the friends of Holroyd and Yeo— 
ſaw four perſons ſtripped; two of them had orange 
and green cockades, the others had blue and 
white, The freemen in the intereſt of Halifax 
and Rogers were no otherways hindered from 
coming to the booth, than that the others, who 
had occupied the place before them, refuſed to 
go away till they had polled ; and they frequently 
called out to the Sheriffs © poll us, and we will go 
away.” | 

John Gamble.---Was at the booth five or ſix 
times every day, and faw no riot, and nothing to 
prevent the poll going on.— Was Sheriff of Co- 
ventry forty years ago, and in taking the poll 
witneſs began at one end, and proceeded round the 
front to the other end. Witneſs refuſed to con- 
fine the poll to the ends, becauſe the Sheriffs had 
been ridiculed for polling dead men there. It was 
laid that men perſonating voters who had been dead 
; were polled at the ends of the booth, where they 
were leſs likely to be ſeen and detected. Sheriffs 
of Coventry have heretofore polled at the ends, 


and even at the back door, but witneſs did not 
chuſe to do ſo, 
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Croſs examined. —W itneſs did not go into the 
booth, but went up every day within two or 
three of the front z but does not know whether 
it was ſo eaſy to the friends of Halifax and Rogers 
to get up :—There were always ſtruggles at the 
elections in Coventiy who ſhould poll firſt. —Wit. 
neſs has ſeen much more violent ſtruggles than there 
were at the laſt election; has even ſeen the pave- 
ment dug up, and yet the poll went on very well— 
never remembers. but one election more peaceable 
than the laſt; and the laſt would have been quite 
peaceable, if the Sheriffs had polled the voters as 
they ought to have done. 

Thomas Hewet---ſaw nothing like a riot, except 
on the laſt day, when the conſtables came to drive 
the freemen from the booth—witneſs frequently 
aſked Sheriff Noxon to take his poll, but he faid 
he would not take the poll of any man till the 
friends of Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers 
could come up—the perſon who was appointed by 
the Sheriffs to adminiſter the oath to the freemen, 
gave the book to witneſs; but upon his being 
whiſpered by the friends of Halifax and Rogers, 
he took the book away from witneſs, and handed 
it over his head, to another perſon behind him, 
and who voted for Halifax and Rogers Swan, 
the perſon ſo deputed by the Sheriff, told witneſs 
that he would take all the voters in their turn as 
they ſtood at the booth ; but one of them ſmiling 
at Mr. Rogers, he took the book and handed it 
to the voter—witneſs then called upon Swan to 


keep 
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keep his word ; Swan anſwered, © I did not give 
« him the book” — witneſs could not get polled 
that, or any other day, although he frequently de- 
manded it in a peaceable manner, 

Rowland Oakover, Eſq.— Was preſent on the 
ſecond day of the election; ſaw no riot to prevent 
the poll that day—the voters ſtood peaceably 
round the booth—the Sheriffs did not take the 
poll regularly of thoſe who ſtood next the booth, 
but ſometimes handed the book over their heads 
to others who ſtood behind them. The Sheriffs 
faid, they would not go on with the poll, unleſs 
the pump end was given up to the voters of Sir 
Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers—was preſent on 
the Wedneſday, but no votes were taken, and the 
Sheriffs gave the ſame reaſon for their conduct. 

Robert Abney, Eſq —Was at the election on 
_ Tueſday and Wedneſday ; every thing was quiet; 
no appearance of a riot ; the freemen ſurrounded 
the booth, and demanded to be polled, but were 
refuſed. 

Rev. Samuel Chambers Was preſent on Mon- 
day, Wedneſday, and Friday; ſaw no diſturbance 
on either of the days, to prevent the Sheriff taking 
the poll. The Sheriffs inſiſted upon the pump 
end of the booth being given up to the friends of 
Sir Thomas Hallifax and Mr. Rogers. One She- 
riff began to take the poll at the ſouth end, but 
he refuted the ſecond or third man—witneſs de- 
fired the Sheriff to poll him, as it was his turn, 
and being ill, he wanted to go home ; the Sheriff 

made 
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made no anſwer, but handed the book over the 
voter's head to 2 perſon who polled for Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr. Rogers. 
Richard Pearſon—Lives at Briſtol—told the 
Sheriffs that he came a hundred miles; and de- 
manded to vote—Noxon fat unconcerned ; ſaid, 
« he would poll the voters when Sir Thomas 
Halifax ordered him”—witneſs repeated his de- 
mand every day—ſometimes the Sheriffs would 
make no anſwer ; at other times they ſaid, they 
would not proceed with the poll until the pump 
end was cleared—there was no noiſe or diſtur- 
bance—witneſs never ſaw the place ſo quiet at any 
other election, and told the Sheriffs ſo—ſaw Al- 
dermen Vale and Collet come with the conſtables 
out of the Peacock inn, and attempt to drive the 
freemen from the pump end of the booth. Witneſs 
heard Sheriff Butler ſay, that it was by his order 
they came to take away the freemen, to make room 
for the friends of Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. 
Rogers—knows Smith, who was an aſſiſtant to 
the Sheriff, and heard him fay, © that he deteſted 
the buſineſs, becauſe he was not ſuffered to pro- 
« ceed with the poll, and that it was ſtopped 
& without any neceſſity,” but did not ſay it in the 
* hearing of the Sheriffs. 

Examined by the Houſe. —Were you ſo conſtantly 


preſent, as that if any riot had happened you muſt . 
have ſeen it ?—I was not abſent three hours. 
Did the Sheriffs make any anſwer, and what, to 
the requeſt of the freemen ?—Noxon ſometimes 

would 
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would not make any anſwer; at other times he 
ſaid, he would not take the poll unleſs the voters 
of Halifax and Rogers were ſuffered to come up ; 
and at other times the Under Sheriff bid him not 
make any anſwer.—If the Sheriffs had polled thoſe 
next the bar, might the friends of Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr. Rogers have come up? They 
certainly might ſaw the friends of Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr. Rogers ſeveral times up at the 
bar—the conſtables came with a view to take the 
voters away, and actually feized ſome of them by 
the collars ; upon which the voters, who till then 
were very quiet, refiſted and took away their 
ſtaves. 

John Stanton, Eſ3.—Confirmed the former wit- 
neſſes.— He was aſked, whether he heard Lord 
Sheffield ſay to the voters, Stand firm till you 
« have polled, and let no man remove you?“ 
This queſtion was objected to; and after argument, 
the Houſe agreed to the motion, 

That the counſel of Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo 
be reftrained from examining the witneſſes, touching 
the conduf? of Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo at the laſ 
general election for Coventry, unleſs the ſaid examing- 
tion ſhall have reference to à particular tranſaion, 
brought out on @ previous croſs-examination by the 
counſel for the Sheriffs. 

The freemen daily requeſted to be polled, and 
ſometimes ſent in their names on paper, to ſhew 
that they were freemen—they repeatedly faid that 
they would go away as ſoon as they were polled ; 

and 
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and if the Sheriffs could point out any man amongſt 
them all, who was not a freeman, he ſhould inſtant- 
ly withdraw—was preſent at Mr. Grove's election, 
when the votes were taken indiſcriminately, as 
they ſtood round the booth—the poll was taken 
the ſame way at Mr. Waring's eleftion—ſaw Mr. 
Rogers point out men to the Sheriffs who were 
two or three deep behind, and they were polled 
over the heads of thoſe who were nearer to the 
booth—the poll was finally cloſed very unexpect- 
edly, and no notice of it given to witneſs or any of 
Lord Sheffield or Mr. Yeo's friends, till the Un- 
der Sheriff made the declaration, 

Major Egerton—a Member of the Houſe, exa- 
mined in his place -Was preſent at the poll, and 
ſaw ſeveral perſons, who ſaid they were freemen, 
ſtanding at the booth, and requiring to be polled, 
but their votes were not taken —ſaw no cauſe for 
the poll not proceeding—does not recollect any 
diſturbance to prevent the election there was 2 
ſally made by the Under Sheriff and chief conſtable, 
attended by Sir Thomas Halifax, Mr. Rogers, 
and others, from the Mayor's parlour, to clear the 
freemen from the pump end of the booth ; bur 
finding that they made no impreffion upon the 
voters, they returned into the Mayor's parlour. 

John Farr —Confirmed what had been mention- 
ed by the other witneſſes—was preſent on the firſt 
day of the election, when ſome men came out of 
the Mayor's parlour into the back part of the 
booth, and one of the Sheriffs was going to take 

their 
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their poll there, when it was diſcovered by ſome 
perſoas in the other intereſt; upon which Mr. Yeo 
proteſted againſt ir, and they returned again into 
the Mayor's parlour without voting — Saw no 
diſturbance to impede the poll. 

William Elliot, Eſq. n 
the other witneſſes, and confirmed them in almoſt 
every particular, — He was in or near the booth 
during the whole time— Remembers the elections 
ſince the year 1761, but they were not fo quiet as 
the laſt — has had his clothes torn at former elec» 
tions, and yet they were ſufficiently peaceable ta 
admit the poll going on. On the day before the 
pall was cloſed, witneſs was informed by Mr. 
Payne, a profeſſed friend and agent of Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr. Rogers, that the poll would be 
finally cloſed on the following day, unlefs the pro- 
polal was acceded to of polling man for man, ot 
by rallies. 


+ Motion made, that the evidence of the laſt witneſs 
reſpecting the information given him by Mr. Payne, 
touching the clofing the poll be expunged the minutes. 
Queſtion deing put, it paſſed in the negative. | 


Thomas Carr—ſaw the voters waiting peaceably 
to vote — The Sheriffs refuſed to take the poll, 
and ſeldom gave any anſwer to the requeſt of the 
freemen — Witneſs deſired Sheriff Noxon to pro- 
ceed, but he fat unconcerned, and faid he was 
ruled by counſel — Witneſs is well acquainted 


N with 
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with the voters, and pointed out to the Sheriffs 
ſeveral of them in the intereſt of Sir Thomas Ha- 
lifax and Mr. Rogers, who were up at the booth; 
requeſting him at the ſame time, to proceed with 
the poll; but it had no effect; he vnly faid, that 
he would be ruled by counſel—The true reaſon 
for not going on with the election could not 
have been, that the voters of Sir Thomas Halifax 
and Mr. Rogers were not permitted to come up 
to poll; for, in fact, ſeveral of them were up every 
day, and did poll on each of thoſe days when any 
bufineſs was done. There was no affray or dif- 
turbance during the whole time, ſufficient to juſ- 
tify the Sheriffs in not proceeding to make the 
election. 


Here the evidence for Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo, 
cloſed, and the farther conſideration of the buſineſs was 
adjourned till after their petitions ſhould be diſpoſed of, 
complaining of the undue election and return of Sir 
Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers. 


On February 16, 1781, the committee fat, and 
the poll books of the firſt and ſecond elections, 
and the ſpecial return having been given in, the 
reſolution of the Houſe reſpecting voters was read; 
« Reſolved, that the right of election of citizens to 
« ſerve in Parliament for the city of Coventry, is in 
« ſuch freemen as baue ſerved ſeven years appren- 
c ſiceſbip to one and the ſame trade, in the ſaid city, 
<< or ſuburbs thereof ; and do not receive alms or weekly 

| © charity; 
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charity ; ſuch freemen being duly ſworn and en- 
rolled. 

There is a prior reſolution from which this is 
varied in ſome reſpects — ** Reſolved, that it is 
the opinion of this committee, that ſuch freemen of 
the city of Coventry as do not receive alms, or 
weekly charity, and bave ſerved ſeven years appren- 
ticeſhip within the ſaid city or ſuburbs thereof, have 
@ right to vate in the elections of Members to ſerve 
in Parliament 3. 

It was generally expected that the proceed - 
ings on the ſeveral petitions before the commit - 
tee, would have taken up much time; and it 
muſt have done ſo, had the petitioners gone 
through the various charges which they had 
brought againſt the fitting members, the Sheriffs, 
and the corporation — But the whole buſineſs 
turned upon the firſt great point, which the coun- 
ſel for the petitianers proved and ſucceſsfully urged, 
viz. that all thoſe perſons who were admitted to 
the freedom of the city during the election, ought 
to be ſtruck off the poll; or if the committee ſhould 
be of opinion, that all the circumſtances of ſuſpi- 
cion and fraud under which they were admitted, 
were not ſufficient to juſtify them in ſtriking them 
off the poll in the firſt inſtance; that then the 
counſel for the fitting members ſhould be called 


* Journals, vol. 20 page 60. 
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upon to ſubſtantiate the titles gf all thoſe who had 
been fo admitted. 


The numbers on the laſt poll were, 
For Sir Thomas Halifax, - - - 131g 
For Mr. Rogers 1318 
For Mr. Yeo, - - - 1298 
Fer Lord Sheffield, - - - - 1295 


It was admitted that the Sheriffs are choſen by a ſe- 
let number con ſiſtinſtg of the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Council, amounting to the number of thirty-one. 
The counſel for the petitioners produced wit- 
neſſes, who gave a regular progreſſive account 
of all the tranſactions at Coventry, from the com- 
mencement of the general election, down to the 
cloſe of the poll, when Sir Thomas Halifax and 
Mr. Rogers were returned. connecting both elec- 
tions together, and proving to full conviction, 
that the whole was one unitorm continued plan 
of oppoſition, delay, partiality, fraud, and vio- 
lence, by the Corporation, Sheriffs, their Aſſeſſor 
and aſſiſtants, againſt the petitioners — Much of 
the ſame 'evidence was produced to the Com- 
mittee, which was given bcfore the Houſe, and 
which it is unneceſſary to repeat here — I ſhall 
only give as ſhort a ſummary as poſſible, of that 
which relates to the point upon which the ſeats 
turned in favour of the petitioners. 

In order to prove that the corporation meant 
to delay the election, the following ſtate of admiſ- 
fions of freemen was given in and proved. 
1 ö 


Admit- 
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Admitted on the 26th Sept. 1780, - 20 
on the 3iſt Ot, —— — 41 
on the 2d Nov. —— 26 
on the 13th Nov. —— 10 
on the 15th Nov. 6 
on the 28th Nov. —— = 25 

The laſt admiſſion was on the day preceding the 
laſt election; ſo that between the two elections, 
one hundred and twenty-five were admitted, and 
thoſe were chiefly in the intereſt of the corporation 
— If therefore the Sheriffs had proceeded to make 
the election, in purſuance of the firſt writ, the 
majority muſt have been in favour of Colonel 
Holroyd and Mr. Yeo. 

On Monday the 18th of December, 1780, ** 
the ſeventeenth day of polling, there were ad- 
mitted eighty-five. 

On Wedneſday the 2eth of December, ye 
nineteenth day of polling, there were admitred 
ſixty-fix, all of whom voted for * firing mem- 
bers. 

In order to ſhew that if thoſe'perſons had not 
been admitted, or, if the Sheriff's Aſſeſſor had 
proceeded with the poll, and had given his deciſion 
oa their right of voting on the Monday when the 
queſtion occurred, inſtead of delaying it till the 
Thurſday following to give the corporation an 
opportunity of admitting the ſixty-ſix, the majo- 
rity muſt have been in favour of the petitioners ; 
it was ſtated and proved, that before thoſe new 
freemen voted, the numbers on the poll were: 


For 
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For Mr. Yeo, - - - 2238 
Colonel Holroyd, - 12335 
Sir Thomas Halifax, - 1081 
Mr. Rogers, - - 1079 


It wes alſo proved, that at that time there re- 
mained unpolled of freemen admitted before the 
election, only 148; and of thoſe, 5o voted for 
Colonel Holroyd and Mr. Yeo, and 98 for Sir 
Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers. 

It was admitted, that the Mayor, a certain 
number of Aldermen, and others of the Corpora- 
tion, compoſing a ſelect body, called the Council, 
are the perſons in whom the charter has lodged 
the power of admitting perſons to the freedom. — 
A witneſs was then called, and gave evidence 
that the late Sheriff Noxon was one of the 
Council who attended at the admiſſion of the 
freemen on the 15th of November; and on the 
18th, and 2oth of December— and that the pre- 
fent Sheriff Percy, after he had been ſworn into 
that office, attended as one of the Council to 
admit the freemen on the 15th of November. 

Another witneſs was called to prove a fingular 
tranſaction which took place before the poll 
opened, between the Sheriffs and their Aſſeſſor.— 
© The Sheriffs produced and executed a formal 
*« deed in the booth, whereby they delegated full 
powers to their Aﬀeſſor to hear and determine 
* all queſtions and diſputes that ſhould ariſe in 
cc jn the courſe of the election.ä— And the Aſſeſſor, 
<< in his turn, took a ſolemn oath to execute 

his 
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* his office to the beſt of kis {kill and vader- 
© ſtanding. 
« On the next day before the election, Lord 

4 Sheffield and Mr. Yeo jent a requiſition, in 

« writing, to the Sheriffs, that they would ap- 

* point an equal number of conſtables in the in- 

« tereſt of each party to preſerve the peace du» 

* ring the election.— Their anſwer was, that they 

% would take care to appoint a.ſufficient number 

4 of conſtables, or to that effect. 

« On the firſt day of the election, the Sheriffs 
« proceeded to take the votes as they ſtood round 
© the bar of the booth; but, in a ſhort time 
<« afterwards, a large body of men, who were 
«« appointed conſtables, attacked the freemen, at 
« the pump end of the booth, with ſtaves and 
© bludgeons— they were ſtanding peaceably wait- 
„ing to be polled ; they gave them no provoca- 
tion, nor. had they the leaſt. notice to depart be- 
ce fore they were attacked. The freemen attacked 
* the conſtables in their turn, and having wreſted 
the ſtaves and bludgeons from them, they turn- 
* ed their own weapons upon the conſtables till 
they were repulſed, and afterwards handed the 
« ſtaves and bludgeons into the booth *.---The 
« Sheriffs diſavowed having given them any 
orders, and the Aſſeſſor pretended to feel great 
* indignation at this violent proceeding of the 
Corporation — but Sheriff Howlette came to 
* Mr. Yeo, and other gentlemen, and demanded 


. produced to the committee L Vide ante. 
© the 
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« the ſtaves and bludgeons to be given up to 
4 him.---The diſturbance ceaſed in a ſhort time, 
« and the poll went on as before.---On the third 
« day of the election, Lord Sheffield and Mr. 
Veo were 150 a head of the other candidates. 
An agreement was then propoſed by the Cor o- 
„ ration, which was acceded to by the other 
« party; that Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers 
4 ſhould poll twelve each day more. than Lord 
« Shefficld and Mr. Yeo, till the majority of 150 
* ſhould be done away; and it was agreed, that 
® when they were reduced to an equality, they 
© ſhould poll man and man alternately, as long 
* as they had any to poll.---One of the agents of 
« Lord Shefficld and Mr. Yeo, having heard it 
& ſurmiſed in the town on Sunday the 17th of 
*« December, that the corporation intended to en- 
roll new freemen on the following day, he ap- 
« plied to the Town Clerk, who was a friend to 
* the other party, to know if the report was true. 
« The Town Clerk affured him, that there was 
* no foundation for it, and that hone ſhould be 
admitted. But the report gaining ground, 
and it being politively aſſerted, that the Corpo- 
© ration were, on that day, collecting people 
© in the country, in order to admit them the 
« following day; he drew up a notice in writng, 
4 figned by three freemen, directed to the Mayor, 
« Bailifs, and Commonalty of the City of Co- 
” _ ſtating the above report, and their ap- 
a ade who 
had 


ene 
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te had no title to the freedom; and requiring that 
« notice ſhould be given to them of the time and 
« place, when and where, any meeting for that 
« purpoſe was to be holden, that they, or any of 
« them, or their counſel or attorney, might at- 
tend to ſee that proper evidence was produced 
« of the title of thoſe who ſhould claim to be ad- 
*« mitted.---On Monday morning before day, he 
« went to the Mayor's houſe, in order to ſerve 
* him with the notice; but his ſervant informed 
« witneſs, that he was not at home; and that he 
„had gone to the council an hour before. 
« Witneſs then went to Saint Mary Hall, where 
“ the freemen were uſually admitted and en- 
rolled, and enquired of the corporation ſervant, 
% who was in waiting, whether the Mayor was 
te there—he was anſwered in the negative, and 
that he was gone into the park to take a walk 
« As it was a rainy morning, witneſs did not 
go there, but went to the Mayor's parlour, 
« where he ſaw ſeveral perſons go in, who he 
knew lived at Bedworth—ſaw the Mace bearer 
* there, (the ſame perſon whom he had before 
© ſeen at Saint Mary Hall) and defired admittance 
of him, but was refuſed—witneſs told. him he 
* had a notice to ſerve upon the Mayor, upon 
* which he ſhut the door in witneſs's face—Wit- 
* neſs then waited to find one of the council 
going in, or coming out, in order to ſerve the 
notice upon him—he ſoon ſaw one whom he 
O knew 


11 
« knew to be of the council, and tendered the 


© notice to him, but he put both his bands cloſe 
to his ſides, refuſed taking it, and haſtily puſhed 
* into the paſſage—witneſs then ſaw another 
* of the council, and defired him to take the 
© notice in to the Mayor, but he begged to be 
© excuſed—witneſs ſoon after delivered a copy of 
* the notice to one of the council, and informed 
% him of the purport of it—he delivered another 
s ſoon after to one of the Aldermen, who ſaid 
© he would have nothing to do with ic—but 
« witneſs laid it upon the Alderman's arm, and 
„ left him—witneſs went, ſoon afterwards, with 
© two of the freemen who ſigned the notice, to 
© the Mayor's parlour, and requeſted the ſervant 
© who was in the corporation livery, to inform 
& the Mayor that they were then ready to attend 
© the meeting for the admiſſion of freemen, if 
© any ſuch were held the ſervant faid he would 
„% take the meſſage, but did not return with any 
„ anſwer—witneſs attended at the booth, at the 
© hour to which the poll had been adjourned— 
but the Town Clerk had not brought the book 
te of inrollment; at which the Aſſeſſor pretended 
*© to be very indignant. The poll had been ad- 
6 journed on Saturday to eleven o'clock, under 
«© pretence that it was neceſſary the Sheriffs, or 
« Town Clerk, ſhould attend ſome periodical 


* corporation court on that morning—when the 
poll began, one of the newly made freemen 
came 
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came up to vote—he was objected to, and after 
« long argument by the counſel on both ſides, 
« the Aſſeſſor gave a decided opinion againſt the 
c admiſſibility of votes created by candle light, 
« clandeſtinely, on the nineteenth day of the poll 
« —but he ſaid that he ſhould give the ſubject 
« farther confideration, and would deliver his 
« ultimate decifion on the following day---on the 
« following day he defired that he might have 
« time till the next day to reduce his deciſion 
c into writing---when that day came, he did not 
« appear in the booth, but ſent a meſſage by the 
Under Sheriff, that he was unable to attend 
« the poll---on the third day he appeared, and 
ben he came into the booth, he offered to re- 
« fign his delegated authority into the hands of 
« the Sheriffs--but they declined accepting it, 
« and requeſted he would deliver his promiſed 
deciſion he then pronounced his judgment at 
« preat length in favour of thoſe votes. 
The counſel for the petitioners arguecl that it 

& was incumbent on each voter ſo admitted, 
© under ſo many ſuſpicious circumſtances, to 
prove his right to the admiſſion before his poll 
« ſhould be taken---but the Aſſeſſor refuſed to 
require any proof of title---it was enough for 
„ him, he ſaid, that they were enrolled---on the 
% Monday, Tueſday, and Wedneſday, while the 
« Aſſeſſor ſuſpended his deciſion on the cafe of 
* thoſe Muſhrooms, only four or five polled each 
day. There were ſeveral in the intereſt of Sir 
O 2 Thomas 
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Thomas Halifax and Mr. Rogers in the booth 
* on thoſe days, and were frequently called upon 
« by the petitioners* counſel to vote; but they 
« refuſed. At nine o'clock on Monday morning 
ec the cighteenth, notice was ſerved on the Mayor, 
« by ſeveral perſons in the intereſt of Holroyd 
“ and Yeo, entitled to their freedom, that they 
« waited to be admitted, ſworn, and enrolled, 
and requiring the Mayor to give them, or their 
Attorney, due notice of the firſt council that 
© ſhould be held for the purpoſe of admitting 
4 freemen---20 notice however was given to 
« them, notwithſtanding a meeting was held for 
« that purpoſe, at which ſixty ſix freemen, who 
« afterwards polled for Sir Thomas Halifax and 
«© Mr. Rogers, were admitted and enrolled. 
* When the corporation had admitted a ſuffi- 
« cient number to give Halifax and Rogers a 
* majority on the poll, they aſſected to do equal 
« juſtice to both parties, and gave notice that 
« they ſhould hold a court on Saturday the 23d 
4 of December, in order to admit and enroll the 
« freemen in the intereſt of Lord Sheffield and 
« Mr. Yeo---but although the whole day was 
« ſpent in producing the cleareſt titles of forty, 
* and upwards, who had a right to be admitted, 
t they allowed of only ſeven *. 


The 


It fell to my lot to attend the council on the behalf of 
thoſe perſons—ihere were about fixty who claimed to be ad- 


mitted, and I produced the moſt uncontrovertible titles on the 
part 
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The voters themſelves gave evidence that they 
were requeſted by the corporation agents to come 
to Coventry to be admitted freemen.—That ſome 
of them were admitted without any queſtion being 
aſked them as to their ſervitude, — that others were 
admitted, notwithſtanding they told the council at 
the time, that they had not ſerved out the whole 
period of their apprenticeſhip ;—that they were 
admitted without paying any fees that others 
were offered the freedom upon condition that they 
would vote for Sir Thomas Halifax and Mr. Ro- 
gers. that ſome were admitted, who in the know- 
lege of the council had no title ,- and that others 
were enrolled without being ſworn. 
Although the Sheriffs and their Aſſeſſor refuſed 
to make any enquiry of the voters reſpecting their 


part of a great many of them-——but it was to no purpoſe ; the 
council were determined to reject them at all events ſometimes 
they faid they would not believe the witnefſes upon their 
oaths ; at other tinits they faid they knew of their own know- 
ledge, that the claimants had no right; and in a variety of 
caſes they rejected them on the moſt frivolous objections they 
objected to one man not having ſerved a regular apprenticeſhip 
of ſeven years, becauſe he went to a fair in the neighbourhood 
with his maſter's leave, but ſtaid all night without his conſent— 
there were many others rejected on pretences equally ſlight 
and ridiculous; 

®* There was one inſtance that attracted particular notice. 
The voter ſaid, that he had ſerved his apprenticeſhip to Sheriff 
Howlette.—The Sheriff was preſent when the man polledy and 
being eſked whether he had ſerved him ſeven years under inden- 
ture, the Sheriff confefſed he had not; and yet he was ſut- 
fered to ſtand on the poll. | 


titles, 
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titles, yet the counſel for the petitioners were per- 
mitted to aſk them any queſtions on this ſubje& 
when they came up to poll *®.—The agents and 
other friends of the petitioners were next called 
to give an account to the committee, of the an- 
ſwers made by thoſe voters to the queſtions put to 
them reſpecting their titles, —ſame gave very de- 
ficient anſwers, others grofsly contradicted them- 
ſelves ; and ſome confeſſed they had not ſerved a 
regular apprenticeſhip. 

Several perſons were then called to diſqualify 
the voters who ſaid they had ferved their appren- 
ticeſhip to them ;—ſome depoſed that the voters 
had never ſerved under indentures,—others had 
left their maſters to purſue a different bufineſs— 
and not a few had ran away, and enliſted in the 
army and militia before the expiration of their ap- 
prenticeſhip. 

The counſel for the petitioners ſubmitted to 
the committee, that they had proceeded far enough 
in their caſe to entitle them to their reſolution that 
the voters admitted ſince the commencement of 
the election be ſtruck off the poll. The com- 
mittee delibe rated, and 

«© Reſolved, That the erghty- four perfons ad- 
« mitted to the freedom of the city of Coventry on 
Monday the eighteenth day of December 1780, 
e and ſeventeenth duy of polling, under the partial 


The aſſeſſor in the Sherit* petition gives himſelf ſome ere- 
dit for this act of favour done to the petitioners? counſel. 


« and 
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«© and fraudulent circumſtances which hade appeared 
« to this committee, be ſtruct off the poll.” 

&« Reſolved, That it is the opinion of this com- 
ec mitte, that the ſixty ir perſons admitted to be 
« put upon the poll as freemen, on Wedneſday the 
&« twentieth day of December 1780, and nineteenth 
&« day of polling, appear to be admitted under ſo 
« many doubtful circumſlances, that the committee 
«© gre of opinion it is incumbent on the counſel for 
« the fitting members to prove the titles to their ad- 
« miſſion before they can allow them to remain as 
« votes upon the poll.” 

The counſel for the fitting members informed 
the committee, that they ſhould give them no far- 
ther trouble. 

On the 27th Feb. 1781, the chairman informed 
the Houſe, that the committee had determined that 
Sir Thomas Halifax is not daly elected, &c. 

That Thomas Rogers, Eſq. is not duly elected, Sc. 
That Edward Rooe Yeo, Eſq. ought to have been 
returned, Sc. 

That the ſaid Edward Rooe Teo, Eſq. is duly 
elected, &c. 

That John Lord Sheffield in the kingdom of Ire- 
land ought to have been returned, Sc. 

That the ſaid John Lord Sheffie!d is duly elected, &c. 
„The chairman alſo farther reported irom the 
{aid Select Committee, that it having appeared that 
much partiality and fraud was ufed in the admiſſion 
of perſcns to the frerdom of the city of Coventry, 
they were of opinion that it would be expedient 
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in order to prevent the like praftice in future, 
that a bill ſhould be brought in for that pur- 
poſe *”. 

The bill paſſed and received the royal aſſent on 
the 5th of July 1781. 

On the 15 day of March 1781, the farther 
hearing of the matter of the Sheriffs came on be- 
fore the Houſe. — Sheriff Noxon informed the 
Houſe that their counſel was gone the circuit— 
that he had applied to another, and that he had ſent 
him word he had not had time to read his brief. 
— Noxon read a paper in his defence—Butler was 
alſo heard—Witneſſes were then called in and 
examined t. 

John Remington—Was at the general election 
on Monday —ſaw a party of men, headed by the 
agent of Lord Sheffield and Mr. Yeo, pull down a 
part of the booth. —The place of polling was oc- 
cupied by the friends of Lord Sheffield and Mr. 
Yeo, to the excluſion of others went to demand 
admittance for the voters of Sir Thomas Halifax 
and Mr. Rogers, but was affaulted and driven 
back. Never ſaw their friends come up, but that 
ſomething happened to them :—There were many 
colliers at Coventry whom witneſs has reaſon to 
believe were hired by the agent of the candidate 
who entertained them at the publick houſe—ſaw 


* Journ. vol. 38. p. 233. 
+ They were examined by the Under Sheriff. —It would not 


be difficult to diſcover that they were not examined by 
Counſel, | 


the 
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the ſame kind of riot every day preventing the 
voters coming up: There was a tally propoſed, 
a liſt was made out, witneſs ſhewed it to Mr. 
Troughton, who faid his friends would not agree 
to it, and he was aſhamed of ſuch conduct * 
Witneſs was hindered from polling.—The Sheriffs 
did not behave in a partial manner. 

Croſs examined. Was formerly an Alderman of 
Coventry—is a particular friend of Sir Thomas 
Halifax and Mr. Rogers—might have heard the 
voters ſay * poll us, and we will go;” but they 
would not go till they had polled—believes there 
was no affray when the poll was cloſed. 

Sampſon Bowles, Eſq.---Was at Coventry the 
whole week of the clefion—ſaw ſome perſons pull 
down the rails that had been erected by the Sheriffs: 
There was much riot—very few were polled, ow- 
ing to the general interruption. One end of the 
booth was intended for Sir Thomas Halifax and 
Mr. Rogers; all the reſt for the oppoſite party.— 
On Tueſday morning Sir Thomas Halifax's friends 
had got to that end; ſaw them pulled away by 
their hair.---When the books were opened not 
one in fifty of them was left; they were all puſhed 
away by ten o'clock. Whenever they came up to 
poll, they were preſſed away---faw Col. Holroyd, 
they attended his nod and motion ; they wculd go 
to that part of the booth where he directed them, 
and when they had diſpoſſeſſed the freemen, they 
generally returned to their places, 


P Croſs 
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Croſs examined. Is brother-in-law to Mr. Ro- 
gers---ſuppoſes there was no diſturbance to pre. 
vent the Sheriffs from polling tnoſe who were next 
the booth---ſaw thoſe called colliers dilp_ leſs the 
freemen. 

Edward Hewet—T wenty or thirty came up to 
the booth on Monday, who were in colliers' 
dreſſ:s—did not ſce them make any diſturbance 
—witnels attended, and might have got up to the 
booth, but the books were ſhut—did not ſee any 
impediment to prevent the Skerifis from polling 
thoſe who were next the booth—voted for Hol- 
royd and Halifax, 

John Wilſon—Saw the poſts and rails pulled 
down on Monday morning, and a gentleman en- 
couraging it—on Tueſday morning the friends of 
Sir Thomas Halitax and Mr. Rogers got poſſeſſion 
of the pump end of the booth—the friends of the 
other party came and tried to puſh them away, but 
they maintained their places ; afterwards they pul- 
led them away one by one—witneſs went up ano» 
ther day with Mr. Rogers, and a collier kicked 
at him, and ſaid he ſhould not come there, 

Croſs examined. Went up at the head of two or 
three hundred people to execute the plan of taking 


pofleſiinn of one end of the booth, but great num- 
bers of men prevented them; believes the greateſt 
part of them was compoſed of voters—if the She- 
riffs had thought proper to poll the voters of one 
party who were up at the booth, they might have 
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done it—heard the freemen ſay, ** Poll us, and we 


« wilt go.“ 

William Bright—Could not get up to poll at 
firſt—polled afterwards, becauſe the other party 
did not know him Colonel Holroyd faid, © You 
c ſhould not deceive any man” —as he was return- 
ing, they pulled him by the hair. 

Samuel Moore Was in the booth every day, and 
took minutes of what paſſed - ſaw the Deputy She- 
riff take, in part, a man's poll, but the mob pre- 
vented his going on—ſaw them pull Mr. Bright's 
hair of —on Tueſday ſaw ſeveral freemen kicked 
and puſhed back by the friends of Colonel Hol- 
royd and Mr. Yeo; they tore their clothes, and 
otherwiſe ill treated them—ſaw them clear the 
pump end of the booth of Sir Thomas Halifax 
and Mr. Rogers's friends—they went afterwards 
by the nod of Colonel Holroyd, and cleared the 
other end—on Wedneſday the voters were ob- 
ſtructed again by colliers and others—Colonel 
Holroyd ſaid, Damn their fouls, keep them 
off, my lads”—on Thurſday, Sir Thomas Halifax 
and Mr. Rogers went up to demand a paſſage for 
their friends; Colonel Holroyd and his agents 
called to their friends not to let them come up— 
the fame thing happened on Friday—Colonel 
Holroyd ſaid to Sheriff Noxon, This is your 
fault, and you ſhall ſuffer for it—on Saturday 
ſeveral colliers joined the freemen, and took the 
ſtaves from the conſtables—on Monday they took 

2: their 


= a 


their ſtaves, and beat ſome of them unmercifully 
—through the encouragemeat of Colonel Hol- 
royd, the people remained obſtinate and riotous, 
and would not let the others come up. 

Croſs examined —Witncſs was obliged to aſk 

Colonel Holroyd's pardon ; told the Colonel he 
was ſorry for what he had faid.*— Has been at 
four elections, but does not rememder any procla- 
mations read before—heard the freemen deſire to 
be polled—does not know what prevented the 
Sheriff from polling them. 
John Burgeſs—Atrempted to go up to poll on 
Tueſday, but was prevented—went again on Wed- 
neſday, had his ſhirt torn, and was knocked down 
by a freeman within ten yards of the booth—ar- 
tempted in vain to go up on Saturday and Mon- 
day. 

George King—Saw ſeveral colliers with blue 
and white cockades—they mixed with the free- 
men, and prevented the voters from coming up 
— they tore the clothes of ſeveral people—witneſs 
was obſtructed from polling—they ſwore that the 
friends of Halifax and Rogers ſhould not come 
up—got up at laſt, and a collier dragged him 
away—on Tueſday ſaw a freeman come up to 
vote for Halifax and Rogers, and they beat his 
arm in a very cruel manner, and ſcratched his 
face till the blood came---on Monday ſaw ſeveral 


This is the man complained of in the petition—be aſſiſted 
the Sheriffs, and was diſmiſſed for a time for his ill behaviour. 


prevented 
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prevented from coming up by voters who had 
polled before the Mayor often attempted to pa- 
cify them ; but they continued to be riotous, and 
one of them ſtruck the juſtice. 

Croſs examined.---Is a ſervant of the corporation 
believes the perſons next the booth to be freemen ; 
heard them fay, © Poll us, and we will go”---the 
Sheriffs promiſed to poll them if they would be 
peaceable the friends of Halifax and Rogers 
could not get up, becauſe there were a great many 
others round the booth—remembers former elec- 
tions ; there was no particular end of the booth 
ſet apart for any particular candidates—believes 
that Haines, Daffern, and another, who had 
polled, kept their places, but does not know a 
fourth. | 


« Motion made, end queſtion put, that the atten- 
&« dance of the Sheriffs, and the farther bearing of 
© counſel on the matter of the ſaid petitions, be ad- 
** journed to this day ſe nnigbt 


« t paſſed in the negative. 


The caſe of the Sheriff of the county of 
Leiceſter was referred to by Lord Beauchamp, as a 
precedent to govern the Houſe in the preſent in- 
ſtance.--- Sir John Meeres, the High Sheriff, re- 
turned the writ, with two ſchedules annexed---by 
the one Sir George Beaumont, and James Win- 


ſtanley, Eſq. are elected — by the other, no 
knights 


C0003 


knights are elected, becauſe he was aſſaulted in the 
execution of his office, and the election was pre- 
vented by riots*. 

Mr. William Bareſby, the Under Sheriff, was 
called to the bar, and heard — witneſſes were 
examined on both ſides —The Houſe ** reſolved, 
« That William Bareſby, Under Sheriff of the 
« county of Leiceſter, having neglected to return 
« two Knights of the Shire to ſerve in Parliament 
& for the ſaid county by the 17th day of March, 
© being the day of the meeting of this Parlia- 
© ment, 13 guilty of a great breach of the privi- 
lege of this Houſe.” —Ordered, That the ſaid 
William Bareſby be, for the ſaid offence, com- 
mitted to the cuſtody of the Serjeant at Arms at- 
tending this Houſe . 

The Sheriffs of Coventry and their agents \ were 
then called in---and the Sheriffs having acquaint- 
ed the Houſe that they had not any other witneſſcs 
ready to produce, they were ordered to withdraw. 


Reſolved, That it appears to this Houſe that at 
the laſt general election of members to ſerve in Par- 
liament for the city of Coventry, Thomas Noxon and 
Thomas Butler, the Sheriffs, who were the returning 
officers at the ſaid eleftion, were not prevented by 
riots, or otherwiſe, from making a return of mem- 
bers to ſerve in Parliament for the ſaid city. 


® Journ. 24, March 1714. 
+ Journ. vol. 18, p. 58. 


Reſolved 
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Reſolved NEMINE CONTRADICENTE, Hat the ſaid 
Thomas Noxon and Thomas Butler, late Sheriffs of the 
ſaid city of Coventry, not haviag made any return of 
members to ſerve in Parliameit at the laſt general 
election for the ſaid city, are thereby guilty of a high 
violation of the law, and a groſs breach of the pri- 
vileges of this Houſe, 


A motion was made, and queſtion put, that 
the ſaid Thomas Noxon and Thomas Butler be, 
for their ſaid offence, committed to his Majeſty's 
Gaol of Newgate, and that Mr. Speaker do ifſue 
his warrants accordingly.——7 was reſolved in 
the affirmative *. 

On the 16th of March 1781, the Houſe being 
informed, that Newgate not being yet repaired, 
was an improper place for the confinement of the 
faid priſoners, they were committed to the cuſtody 
of the Serjeant at Arms, 

On the 21ſt. they preſented a petition to the 
Houſe, ſtating that they were thoroughly ſenſible 
of the great offence they bad been guilty of, hum- 
bly begging pardon of the Houſe, and praying to 
be diſcharged from their confinement. 


This was not the firſt example made of the Sheriffs of Coven- 
try, for their conduct at elections. In the year 1701, Abraham 
Owen and Jobn Collins were committed to the cuſtody of the 
Ser jeant at Arms, for making a falſe and double return, and 
for divers indirect practices at the election.— Journ. vol. 13, 
page 763, 


A motion 
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A motion was made, and queſtion put, that 
they be diſcharged: it peſſed in the negative--- 
Yeas 55—Noes 65 *. 

On the, 26th they preſented a ſimilar petition ; 
and were ordered to be brought up on the 
motrow. 

On the 27th they received a reprimand from 
the Speaker, and were ordered to be diſcharged 
out of cuſtody, paying their fees. 


® Journ. vol. 38, March 21, 1781. 


